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A. 



.S the moft probable means, 
either of fecuring a very gene- 
ral reception to the following 
work, — if it be true, and confe- 
quently of much importance to 
the common caufe of Chrifti- 
anily ; — or of obtaining the moft 
fpeedy refutation of it, — if it be 
falfe, and therefore ufelefs, if 
not injurious to the caufe it is 

intended 
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intended to fupport ; — it is moft 
refpe^ftiUy infcribed, ta 

The moft reverend the 

Lord Arc h-B i s h o p s, 

and to 

The right reverend the 

Lord Bishops 

of the GhI^«CH of El^GLAND, 

By their moft obedient. 

And moft humble fervant, 

The Author. 
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TN an age, in which, works con- 
-■" taining the general received ar- 
guments in defence of the Chriftian 
Religion, have been fo abundantly 
multiplied, that it muft be difficult 
to find an excuse for adding to 
the number ; — ^previoufly to expe- 
rience, one would fuppofe, that 
no APOLOGY would be neceflary 
for an attempt, to add to former 
evidences, a new proof of the 
TRUTH of Christianity. 

b Not 
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Not that the author by any mean 
intends to infmuate, that the merj 
NOVELTY of an opinion, fhould a 
all excite a prepofleffion in it's fa 
vour. Literary praife, or blame 
belong not to opinions alone. I 
is from the arguments by whicl 
they are fupported, that either cen 
fure, or applaufe, muft be derived 
For, there have been in all ages 
fome writers, who valued themfelve 
upon opinions, fo totally indefenfibb 
by reafon, that they only appearec 
to be NEW, becaufe others, to whon 
they had really before occurred, ha( 
upon an accurate examination, foun< 
them to be too abfurd, to be offeree 
to the public. And, there hav< 

beer 
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been many others, who have fo ably 
defended old opinions by new 
ARGUMENTS, as to be juftly intitled 
to be enrolled on the lift of ori- 
ginal WRITERS. 

But the hiftory of fcience will 
teach us, that very little danger is 
to be feared,, from any prepoffefTions 
in FAVOUR of NEW opinions. — The 
great obftruftion to the improvement 
and advancement of knowledge, arifes 
from the violence of the prepoffef- 
fions too generally imbibed, and 
cheriftied against them. 

The purfuit of an original train 

of thought has,^ it muft be confefTed, 

b 2 an 
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an obvious tendency to prepoffcfs 
contemporary writers a^nft it's re- 
ception, however clear may be it's 
dedufltions, or evident it's truth. — 
For, it is impoffible to eftablifh it's 
evidence, without a refutation of all 
the opinions of the moft eminent 
writers, which militate againft it. — 
But, the eftablifhed reputation of 
luch writers, occafions the generality 
of the world, not only to look up 
to their opinions with the higheft 
deference ; but even to confider 
their pofitions, as incontrovertible 
truths. The majority, therefore, 
will of courfe, not only be unwil- 
ling to refign fentiments, endeared 
lo them by long poffeflBon ; but, 

will 
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will likewife with relu£lance, believe 
their favourite writers to be fallible^ 
upon whofe fuppofed difcoveries^ they 
have built all their own pretenfions 
to knowledge^ — from which, they 
have derived all their principles of 
judgment, — and on which, they mull 
altogether found their own claim, — 
as candidates for fame. 

This is a prepofTeffion, in part 
founded, indeed, upon a partial prin- 
ciple of afFeftion in our nature, which 
deferves refpeft ; and upon a weak- 
nefs in it, fo common to the gene- 
rality of individuals, that it ought 
at leaft to# be treated with tender- 
nefs. If however, it be cherifhed, 

and 
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and indulged fo far, as to produce 
in any one, a total rejeflion of new 
opinions, it becomes a bigotry, which 
merits no favour ; and a determined 
warfare againft truth, which deferves 
no quarter. Had the fame obftacles 
at all rimes prevailed, the very wri- 
ters, to whofe reputations, thefe very 
perfons are themfdves fo attached, 
would not have attained the repu- 
tation they now enjoy ; and confe- 
quently, their followers could never 
have received thofe difcoveries, which 
they now fo zealoufly defend. . For, 
even thofe writers themfclves, can 
have no claim, to any exalted de- 
gree of fame, but from the difco- 
very of new truths ; and to which, 

they 
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they alfo never could have attained^ 
but by the rejeftion of old errors. 

It muft not be concealed, that 
other motives alfo, much lefs ho- 
nourable than thefe, which have 
been hitherto aflSgned, have gene- 
rally likewife much influence in the 
formation of an oppoiition to new 

OPINIONS. 

Moft writers, are eager in purfuit 
of fame, either as one fingle ulti- 
mate object; or as the means 
to fome other gratification, arifing 
from the acquifition of riches, or 
POWER. They therefore conceiving, 
that all other writers mujl likewife 

be 
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be aftuated exaftly by the Jam 
principles ^-'-^r^ unwilling to confefsi 
that another has difcovered, what 
they, with the fame opportunities for 
examination, have not difcerned ;— 
becaufe, they confider fuch a con- 
feflion as equivalent to an acknow* 
ledgement, that another is purfuing 
the fame objefts with themfelves, 
^vho grounds his title to the poflef- 
fion of them, upon pretenfions, bet- 
ter founded than their own. As 
fuch a conviftion, can not but im- 
part pain to the mind in which it 
arifes ; and as it is but too com- 
mon to did ike them, who, though 
the unintentional, are ftill the known 
caiifcs of inflifting it, — enmity readily 

fprings 
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gs up in the mind of the fuf^ 
ferer; and, exa£lly in proportion 
to the paucity of his refources from 
knowledge, reafon, and argument, 
for an attack upon the man, whom 
he looks upon as his adverfary, he 
becomes eager to employ the enve- 
nomed arrows of mifreprefentation, 
detraction, and abufe. 

The gendeft treatment, which a 
writer can under thefe circumftances 
expeft, unlefs he ftoops to the de- 
bafement of his own charafter, by 
appealing envy with flattery, is, at 
lead, that every trivial negligence, 
will be magnified into a monftrous 
error; and that even the poffibility 
c of 
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of an objeftion, will be aggrandized 
into a confutation of the opinion. 

Thefe general caufes of oppofition, 
are befides, often greatly augmented, 
from circumftances of partial attach- 
ments to particular individuals and 
fefts; and from as partial a diflike 
to other particular individuals and 
parties. — Thefe motives will often 
excite oppofition, and even enmity 
againft a writer, however candid he 
may himfelf happen to be in his 
judgments, or liberal in his fenti- 
ments : even when his fubjeft has 
no relation to the particular points, 
in which fefts or parties differ from 
each other ; but even, when it has 



^d 
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* tendency to promote the common 
caufe, in which they agree. 

But, fach oppofition and attacks^ 
however injurious they may at firft 
fight appear to the interefts of truths 
and hurtful to it s propagators, tend 
notwithftandingy perhaps, in the end, 
mofi effcHually to advance the for- 
mer, and to amend the latter. — 
For, the more critically truth is ex- 
amined, the more firmly it will be 
eftablifhed ; and the lefs reafon a 
writer has to expeO: prefent fame, 
the more likely he will be, to ex- 
tirpate the defire of that, and of 
every other gratification, by a fenfe 
of duty ; — the fole motive, by which 
c 2 a 
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a man ought to be aduated in any 
purfuit, and the very principle, which- 
beft infures to a writer, the difco- 
very of truth. 

Nothing, therefore, but the greateft 
inexperience, or the higheft prefurop- 
tion, could poflibly induce the au- 
thor to believe, that none of the 
foregoing caufes will tend to 'obftruQ: 
the reception of his explanation of a 
paflage, upon which fo many confeff- 
edly able writers have commented; 
and which, in his own juftification, he 
has been under the neceffity of pro- 
ving, none of them have underftood. 
He has, however, the confolation of 
reflefting, that by the m a n n e r in 

which 
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which he has treated the great au- 
thorities from whom he differs, he 
can neither have inflamed hatred, 
nor irritated refentment, — he can 
neither have added fuel to oppofition,, 
nor even flrength to prejudice. For, 
though he has never permitted any 
authority to outweigh argument, he 
has always beftowed upon the wri- 
ters, the praife to which they are 
juflly entitled ; and never made, 
as is no uncommon pra8:ice, their 
defeS in a particular argument, the 
criterion of their general ability. 

It will be expefted, perhapwS, that 
fome reafon fhould be affigned for 
the FORM, under which, the following 

performance 
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performance is given to the publ 
That it was firft delivered in Le 
TUREs, depended in fome nieafu; 
upon private and local circumftanc 
with which, the public at large ha 
no concern. Juftice, however, co 
pels the author to obferve, it v 
from the unanimous and unexpeQ 
bounty of the Corporation 
this Burgh, foon after his refider 
amongill them, as Minifter of t 
Parifli, that he thought himfelf bou 
in duty, to make an addition to t 
ordinary fervicie of the Church, c 
ring fome of the fummer mont 
by an Evening Lefture.* 

♦ Whatever might be the cffcft of fuch an 
knowledgement, in a town, fo violently agitatec 
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In the years, 1783 and 1784, he 
gave, therefore, fome occafional Lec- 
tures upon Baptifm, Confirmation,t 
&c. &c. But, in the year 1785, 
he formed a refolution, of beginning 
a regular courfe of Lefturcs on the 

New 



^ confllfts of party, as it is too well known, and 
too much to be lamented, — this is; — the author 
vould never facrifice his gratitude to any perfonal 
confideration. But, much as he fincerely laments, 
and much as he wifhes, though moft incffeftually, 
to heal thefe dlvifions, he mud either be infeniible 
of his happinefs, or guilty of injuftice, not to con- 
icfs, that the general behaviour of the individuals 
of fiOTH PARTIES to him, entitles them to his 
unfeigned regard and cftcem. 

1* One of which was afterwards publilhed, intitled, 
An Address after Confirmation. 
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Ntw Tejlamcnt : and all which he 
delivered in every fummer, he iiuf^ 
intended to have pubhfhed in the 
following winter. The latter part 
of the plan, however, he foon found, 
was ,the reverie of one, who had 
not taken into confideration all the 
duty, required of the Minifter of a 
place, in which, an extremely popu- 
lous Burgh, forms only one parifli; 
and who had likewife, made no al- 
lowance for any inroads on his time, 
from the vexations and difquietudes 
of human life. Content, therefore, 
with carrying the former part of 
the plan into execution ; when he 
had once delivered the Leftures, 
he put them to other manufcripts, 

(many 
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' (many of which have lain up almoft 

three times ** the ninth year, " ) 

vithout forming any determination, 

whether he 0iould himfelf produce 

them to public view, or defer the 

publication of them 'till that time, 

when the author, awaiting only the 

awful and final fentence of a ** faith- 

"ful," or a ^'flothful fervant," muft 

certainly be equally indifferent to 

human cenfure, and human praife. 

But, the perufal of Mr. Blany's 
Sermon, upon the famous prophecy 
of Ifaiah, at once determined him 
to feleO:,-^— to revife, — and to pub- 
lifti the two following Leftures.— 
For, finding fo learned a writer, in 
d fo 
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fo late a publication upon the fub- 
je£l, had fallen into the fame mif- 
takes with preceding commentators^ 
and therefore with them, had been 
di fabled from difcovering the ftrongeft 
argument to be derived from ^ Jingk 
prophecy, for the truth of Chrifti- 
anity, it became forcibly imprefled 
upon the author's mind, that it was 
his duty, to give this work to the 
world ; and though it contains much 
more than the Leftures he delivered, 
vet, he continued the form, becaufe 
it faved fome trouble. Want of 
leifure, likewife, prevented him from 
revifmg his preceding Leftures upon 
the foregoing verfes, in the firft 
chapter of St. Matthew, relating fome 

faas 
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fafts previous to our Saviour's birth ; 
and his fubfequent ones upon the 
fecond chapter, containing fome e- 
vents, which occurred in the infancy 
of Jefus. Both of which would, at 
the fame time perhaps, have contri- 
buted to give additional force to 
the following explanation, and have 
ferved likewife,^ to remove by rea- 
son and ARGUMENT, the objedions 
of infidels to the whole of the two 
firft chapters of St. Matthew's Gof- 
pel. The only mode of defending 
Chriftianity, furely, which can pof- 
fibly entitle any one to the appel- 
lation of a RATIONAL CHRISTIAN. 

For, on the contrary, can any man 

be conceived, to be more effettually 

d 2 excluded 
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excluded from all pretence to tk 
title, than he, who in the modeiB 
mode, admits without examination) 
the truth of the objeftions, and im- 
mediately proceeds to lop off the 
parts attached, without any concen 
for the lacerated condition, in whicl 
he leaves the mutilated trunk, t 
conduft, which appears to be nc 
) lefs abhorrent from common fenf< 

!: than that man's would be, who, pei 

II ceiving a gnat feeing on his hanc 

I — fliould, — inftead of removing th 

infeft, — amputate the limb. 

There is one objeftion to th 
following work, which muft fo res 
dily occur, that it would be unpai 

donabl 
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donable to conclude this Introduc- 
tion without noticing^ and in fome 
^ itteafure, obviating it. I mean,, that 
"^ all the alterations made in the tranf- 
*> lation^ are taken from the Septu- 
f AciNT, NOT from the Hebrew. 
r And as the author has too much 
regard for truths either to attempt 
to deny or conceal it^ he at once 
confeffes the plain reafon for this, 
— ^is, — ^his ignorance of the latter 
language. A confeflion, which he 
has the more fatisfadion in making, 
as fuch. an acknowledgement is not 
ufual with authors, under the fame 
circumftances ; and any confeffion 
of ignorance from a writer, feldom 
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fails to have fome tendency to dif- 
arm envy, and even to foften ma- 
lice. 

He was fo perfcftly fenfible of 
the pretence this circumftance would 
give to the attempt of little minds, 
to rejeft, depreciate, and fupprefs 
the whole work, that he had once 
formed a refolution of learning the 
Hebrew language, merely to remove 
it. But, when he confidered, that 
his criticifms in refpeft to language, 
were fuch, as did not fo much arife 
from the idioms of any language 
in particular, as from the principles 
of language in general, and the pe- 
culiar fituation, charafter, and office 

of 
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of the Prophet who predifted, and 
of the people, to whom the prophecy 
was delivered ; this circumftance 
alone, added to the natural reluc- 
tance which every mind, bufy in 
purfuit of things, feels in acquiring 
merely words, would in itfelf have 
been almoft fufficient to have induced 
him, to relinquifli the attempt. But, 
he had ftill a better reafon, which 
is derived from the moft unqueftion- 
able authority of thofe^ well verfed 
in the Hebrew; and amongft the 
reft, from one of the firft orna- 
ments of the literature of the pre- 
fent age. — Take the decifion in his 
own words, from Lowth's Prelimi- 
nary 
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nary Diflcrtation to his Tranflation 
of Ifaiah. P. 66. 

** The Greek verfion, coBimonly 
^* called the S e p t u a o i n t, or ol 
^' the feventy interpreters, probabi) 
** made by different hands, (tb< 
** number of them uncertain) and 
** at different times, as the exigence 
" of the Jewilh church at Alex- 
^' andria, and in other parts of Egyp' 
** required, is of the first au* 
** THORiTY, and of the greatest 

" USE IN CORRECTING THE He- 

** BREW text; as being the mof 
** antient of all : and as the copy 
" from ^hich it was tranflated, ap 
" pears to have been free from man) 

" errors. 
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** errors, which afterwards by de- 

" grees got into the text. But, the 

" verfion of Ifaiah is not fo old as 

** that of the Pentateuch, by a hun- 

*' dred years, and more ; having 

" been made, in all probability, af- 

" ter the time of Antiochus Epi- 

" phanes, when the reading of the 

** Prophets in the Jewifh Synagogues 

** began to be pratlifed ; and even 

" after the building of Onias's tem- 

" pie ; — to favour which, there fcems 

" to have been fome artifice em- 

" ployed, in a certain paffage of 

" Ifaiah, in this verfion. And, it 

** unfortunately happens, that Ifaiah 

** has had the hard fate to meet 

** with a tranflator very unworthy 

e '' If 
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" of him ; there being hardly any 
'' book of the Old Teftament fo 
" ill rendered in that verfion, as 
'' this of Ifaiah. Add to this, that 
" the verfion of Ifaiah, as well as 
*^ other parts of the Greek verfion, 
" is come down to us in a bad 
" condition, incorreft, with frequent 
•' omiffions and interpolations. Yet, 

** WITH ALL THESE DISADVAN- 

" TAGES, WITH ALL IT's FAULTS 

" AND IMPERFECTIONS, THIS VER- 

'* SION IS OF MORE USE IN COR- 

** RECTING THE HeBREW TEXT, 

** T H A N ANY OTHER W H A T- 

^* SO E V E r/' 

Let not however the reader fup 
pofe, that the author of the followin! 
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y^ork is amongft the number of thofe, 
vho defpife, what they do not un- 
lerftand. For, he moft readily ac- 
knowledges, that from the attainment 
of Hebrew literature, the world is 
much indebted to the induftry of 
a Kennicot, the elegance of a Lowth, 
and the learning of a Newcome^ 
and a BUny. He hopes, that other 
karned writers, encouraged by their 
examples, will publifli new tranfla- 
tions of other books of the Old 
Teftament. For, he trufts, that thofe 
days of bigotry will never more 
return, when ignorance (hall be 
deemed the best secur^ity for 
the FAITH of the multitude: and 
that fan£li!ied by that end, it is 
e 2 even 
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fiance ; and which likewife, fre- 
quently ferves better than the reality, 
for the little purpofes of pFefent r-e- 
putation, power, or profit, — the only 
fources of gratification to little minds. 
From the want of greater attention, 
therefore, to the cultivation of this 
faculty, arifes the melancholy faft, 
that the attainments even of the ftu- 
dious and the learned, in €very art 
and fcience, too often ferve only to 
the removal of vacant, but hunable 
IGNORANCE, by the fubftitution of 
eloquent, but conceited error. 

To this Introduction, which the 
reader will perhaps already think too 
long, the author has nothing further 
to add, but, that as he neither courts 
praife, nor deprecates cenfur^, he 
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ans coolly to examine every ob- 
vation made upon the very im- 
•tant fubjeQ; of this interpretation. 
y remarks which appear to him 
II founded, he will moft readily 
knowledge to be true ; and thofe 
ich (hall appear to him to be er- 
leous, he propofes to take fome 
>ortunity of refuting. The efFu- 
ns of enmity, whether breathed 
th in the private whifper, or flow- 
; anonymoufly in any of the pub- 
channels of calumny, he will him- 
r only pity, and forgive in filence, 
t, by the aid of heaven, fo graci- 
fly promifed in the Gofpel, trufting 
the general tenor of his conduft, 
• the. defence of his charaftcr as 
man, he will always confider fuch 
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effufions, as the higheft complim 
Vhich could be paid him as a wri 
For how can an adverfary more pi 
ly acknowledge a work to be imp; 
nable againft the attempts of rej 
and argument, than by endeavou] 
only to attack the author with i 
reprelbntation and abufe ? Pity 
forgivenefs of fuch an eneniy, 
fcarcely to be deemed as Chriftian ' 
tues. For how could even hatred ; 
revenge wifli for a higher gratificati 
than to fee an enemy incapable e 
of the attempt to injure anoth 
character, without firft making a ( 
tain facrifice of his own. 

LE 



I ( 3 ) 

LECTURE I. 

St. MATTHEW'S GOSPEL, 

Chapter i. Verfes 22. 83. 

Now all this was done, that it might 
be fulfilled, which was fpoken of the 
Lord by the Prophet; faying. 

Behold! a (or rather the) Virgin 
fhall be with child, and fhall bring 
forth a fon, and they fhall call his 
name Emmanuel; — which (being 
interpreted) is God with us. 

A S the former of thcfe verfes is 

"^ ^ tranflated, moft of you are 

perhaps induced to fuppofe, that thefc 

A events. 
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events, which would not otl 
have happened, did happen^ 
becaufe the Prophet foretold 
Whereas, the faft is direQl 
reverfe. For, becaufe they u 
happen, therefore^ the Prophet 
told them. In the mind c 
Prophet, therefore, or at Ic 
. the fpirit of God, the certainty 
event muft precede the pred 
But, as in refpeft to other me 
prediftion precedes the event, 
be faid, without any great inac' 
of expreffion, that a certain 
happened, that a prophecy mi| 
fulfilled. 

But, the whole verfe might 
much more propriety, and with 
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greater emphafis, be rendered thus : 

Truly all this came to pafs*'^fo 
that there wasfuljilkdy that which was 
fpoken BY God, through theprophct.- 

This tranflation of the former 
part of this verfe, is as literal as the 
common one ; and, befides giving^ 
additional confirmation to the fafts 
before related, prevents all poffibility 
of the mifconception, to which, that 
is liable. Whilft this vcrfion of the 
latter part of. the verfe, is ftill more 
literal than the common one, and 
undoubtedly much more accurate and 
A 2 empha^ 

* TovTO h ohov yeYovev. 
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emphatical. For, certainly in pr 
phecy, God ufes the organs of t 
man, called a prophet, to foret< 
an event, which the prophet, or m 
himfelf, cannot forefee. 

As it is my duty to fliow you h( 
this prophecy was fulfilled, we are n< 
about to enter upon the explanation 
what appears to me, — to be the mi 
important prediftion, in the whc 
facred Scriptures. A prophecy, ho 
ever, which, I do not fcruple to f< 
has been fo totally mifunderftood 
all former commentators, (and I i 
tend not by any means to exec 
from this affertion, the late very t. 
crant and learned tranflator of Ifaia 
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that no ftrength has been derived 
from it, to the evidences of Chrifti- 
anity, — though, — when it is rightly 
explained, — fuch is it's clearnefs, — 
fiich it's force, — and fuch it's perfpi- 
cuity and precifion, — that the whole 
dii^ute between Jews and Chriftians, 
might be brought to an iffue, upon 
this very point, — nay, — even the 
whole argument for Chriftiaiuty, might 
be retted upon the wonderful com- 
pletion of this prediftion, as delivered 
by the Prophet Ifaiah, and referred 
to by the Evangelift St. Matthew. 

The prophecy is contained in the 
feventh chapter of the prophet Ifaiah. 

The 
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The chapter begins thus : 

1. A4id it came to pafs^ in 
days of Ahaz, the fon of Joth 
the fon of Uzziah,. king of Juc 
that Rezin, king of Syria, and Pel 
the fon of R^maliah, king of Ifr 
went up towards Jerufalem, to \ 
againft it, but could not pre 
againft it. 

2. And it was told the houfe 
David, faying, Syria is confedei 
with Ephraim. And his heart 
moved, and the heart of his pco] 
as the trees of the wood are mo^ 
with the wind. 

3- Tl 
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3. Then faid the Loud unto 
Ifaiah, go forth now to meet Aliaz, 
thou, and Shearjafliub, thy Ton, at 
the end of the conduit of the upper 
pool, in the highway of the fuller's' 
field: 

4. And fay unto him, take heed, 
and be quiet, fear not, neither be 
faint-hearted, for the two tails of 
Acfe fmoking fire-brands, for the 
fierce anger of Rezin with Syria, 
and of the fon of Remaliah. 

5. Becaufe Syria, Ephraim, and 
the fon of Remaliah, have taken 
evil cQunfel againft thee ; faying, 

6. Let 
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6. Let us go up againft Juda 
and vex it, and let us make 
breach therein for us, and fet a ki) 
in the midft of it, even the f< 
of Tabael : 

7. Thus faith the Lord Go 
it fhall not (land, neither fhall 
come to pafs : 

8. For the head of Syria is E 
mafcus, and the head of Damafc 
is Rezin ; and, within three fee 
and five years, Jhall Ephraim 
broken, that it be not a people. 

g. And the head' of Ephraim 
Samaria, and the head of Sama 
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is Remaliah's fon. If ye will not 
believe, furely ye Jhall not be ejlabiyhed. 

Thus are the nine firft verfes of 
the chapter rendered in our common 
Englifh tranflation ; which, in feveral 
places, differs from the verfion of 
the Seventy, (as it is called) and 
contains, fome variations of no little 
importance to the fenfe. — The prin- 
cipal are the following. 

At the end of the fourth verfe^ 
the Seventy add ; 

tor, when the fury of my wrath 2.> 
^complifhed, I will heal 

B The 
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The fixth verfe, according to tke 
Septuagint, ought to be rendered 

thus : 

We will go lip againft Jxidca^ and 
talking xvith them, (i. e. the inha- 
bitants) we will gain them over to us, 
and we will make the Jon of Tahatl 
to reign over it. 

In the feveiith verfe, inftead of, 
"^ thus faith the Lord God" it fliould 
be, with a more beautiful propriety, 
*^ thus faith the Lord of Hosts. 

The eighth verfe fhould begm'i\'ith 
But, inftead of. For; and in the 
laft claufe but one of that verfe, 

MOREOVER 
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«oREOV£R fhould be inferted ; — and 
he. laft claufe itfelf, fliould receive 
Jiis very important alteration, viz. 
• the kingdom of the people Ephraim 
^^ Jhall EXPIRE ;"* — or, according to . 
i^ vulgar Englifti phrafe, ^* give up> 
'* the ghofiy — This alteration is of 
:he utmoft confequence to the afcer - 
:aining the exa£t time of the com- 
pletion of the prophecy. — For, it i& 
well known, that Salmanafer took 
Samaria, and carried away the greater 
jart of the inhabitants into capti- 
A 2 vity, 

* See Matthew ili. 4. for the juftificatlt)n of thus 
rendering 

Ato, — and exAf/'J^f/, 

*w not only thus rendered by heathen authors, but 
fccrcd. See Genefis xxv. 8. 
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vity, in a little more than twenty 
years after the prophecy was de* 
livered. But it is evident, from 
Efarhaddon's fubfequent invaiion of 
it, the people of Ephraim, who were 
left in the land, had revolted from 
Aflyria. He, therefore, marched into 
the land, — took captive the people 
of Ephraim, who then remained, — 
carried them to Babylon and AfTyria, 
— and that the land might not be 
defolate; — tranfported Babylonians 
and Cuthites, to fupply the place, 
of the Ifraelites. — It was, at this 
time, cxaftly fixty-five years after 
the prediflion, that the prophecy was 
fulfilled. 

The 
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The latter end of the ninth verfe 
fliould be thus traQflated ; 

" Uiilels yc will believe, neither 
^' ihall yi keep together ; — i. e.— ^. 
'^ neither fliaH ye continue to be 
^ a people."* 

The former claufe of this fentence 
cannot be underftood to mean, that 
if you do not believe me, (i. e. in 
the prophet himfelf ) this prediftion 
Ehall not come to pafs; notwith- 
landing this interpretation is fup- 
3orted, by the very refpeftable 
luthorities of Arch-Bifliop Seeker, 
Dr. Durell, and Bifliop Low th. — 

* 'Eciv fi'A, ziTrsvTATSy cvde fjf/ cvvyje* 



1& LECTURE. IV 

For, it is certain, they did not belicv^ 
IN him; and yet, this prediSioif 
WAS fulfilled. But, believing, when it 
ftands thus by itfelf, means — generallyy 
—a belief in the Lord Gob^. In 
perfeft conformity, with this expla- 
nation, — to believe,' — when ftandkig 
fingly in the New Testament, al- 
ways means, — to believe in Jesus 
Christ. 

The latter claufe of this ninth vcrfe 
might have been tranflated, " neither 
** Jhall you understand ;'*. which 
would indeed give a fenfe, perfeftly 
conformable with the very defign 
of the commiffion, given by God 
to Ifalah, in the foregoing chapter^ 
at the very time, God fent htm 
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(brth as his prophet,-^for this -was 

God's ' command.-—** And he /aid, ga 

" and tell this, people, hear ye indted^ 

" but underjland not ; and fee ye in- 

** deed, but perceive not ; make the 

** heart of this people fat, und make 

** their tars heavy, and fhut their 

•* eyes : itfl they fee . with their eyes, 

*' and hear xvith their ears, and un- 

** derjland "xvith their hearts, and be 

^^ converted and healed." Which 

declaration St. Paul quotes, A6ls 

xxviii. 25. and affigns as the reafon, 

why the gofpel was to be preached 

to the Gentiles. 

25. Well [pake the Holy Ghofi, by 
' ^Jaias the prophet, unto our fathers : 

26. Sayings 
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26. Sayings Go unto this j 
and fay^ Hearings ye Jhall hear 

Jhall not under/land ; . and feein 
/hall Jet^ ami not perceive. 

27. For, the heart of this 
is waxed grofs, a>d their ear 
dull of hearing, and tlieir eyes 
they clofed ; lejl they Jliould Jet 
their eyes, und hear with their 
and underjland with their hearty 

Jliould be converted, and I JIiouU 
them. 

28. Be it known, therejore, 
you, that the Jalvation oj God i 
unto the Gentiles, and that ihr 
hear it. 
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I have^ however, tranffated the word 
lore in confcMrmity with former com- 
lentators; as I wifli not to diflFer 
rem them, except, where the context 
>f the prophet makes it abfolutely 
Kceflary ; and, m this paflage, as 1 
love {hown, it will equally admit 
rf either tranflation. But, I rather 
prefer the former, becaufe it will 
be found afterwards, that it furnifties 
«s with a leading idea, which will 
enable us the better to underftand, 
Ae remaining part of the chapter, 
Jf> however, any fhould prefer the 
'atter yerfion, even that will like- 
^fe tend to corroborate the truth 
of the interpretation, which I fhall 
give, of the following prophecy. 
C For, 
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For^ if it was intended^ that the 
Jews fhould not undefftand h^iM 
this is in itfelf a prophetic 

PROOF, that THEY MUST Bl 

WRONG, who have interpreted it, ai 
foretelling that event, which the 
Jews themselves conceived.— 
This, therefore, muft neceflarily Ik 
eftecmed an indifputabte argument 
fo far as it applies. And, as i 
equally reaches all former com 
MENTATORs, it muft neceflkrlly if 
volve in it, a refutation of M 
their interpretations. But, exafll 
in proportion as it deftroys theii 
it gives a fanftion and authority i 
minCr 



1a 
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Let it be remembered* alfo, that 
his is not a partial pbfervation^ re- 
ative only to a particular prophecy, 

but a GENERAL PRINCIPLE ;— 

vhich, if health and. time be allowed 
©Ci I may, perhaps, hereafter ihow, 
aSords a clue to a much clearer 
knowledge oi^ the prophecies in ge^ 
neral,. than the iitforld^ feems as yet 
to have received. — ^But, ftiould it 
Hot be my lot to develope the prin- 
ciple, the HINT, I hope, will be 
taken; and whether it be, or be 
not acknowledged, from whom it 
fpning, will be purfued, I truft, to 
^he converfioo of Jews, as well as 
Gentiles, and the univerfal eftablifh- 
"lent of the religion of . Jefus. 

C2 In 
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In what year <^ Ahaz s reig 
this ficgc of Jcnilalein^ of whic 
tke praphet fycaki, was begun, v 
aamot cxa&Iy afcertain from fcii] 
tnre; but that it vas undeitake 
in the very begimiing of it, is d 
general ofunion, and it feems to a< 
mit of no doubt. Fm*, from tl 
ficcond book of Kings xv. 37. ^ 
learn, that in the latter end of b 
father's reign, *' God began to fei 
** up againft Judah^ Rezin, the kii 
•* of Syria, and Pekah, the fon 
^ Remaliah." Though it appeal 
that Jotham himfelf worlhipped t 
true God, yet, we are told, "i 
•* did not remove the high places 
therefore, it feems extremely pr 

bab: 
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Ie» that the united armies of Syria 
. of Ifrael invaded Judea^ a> foon 
Ahiz^ who himfelf ccMnmitt^d 
Tf kind of idolatry^ wa& fcated 
the thcone. That thefe combined 
ces did not take Jerufalem^ is 
dent^ both from the words o£ 
iahj^ and of the ficcond book of 
ngs. Though^, in our Engliih 
rfion of the latter, the tranilators 
J certainly miftaken, in faying, 
hy andd not overcome him." When 
which is meant,, is,, that they 
aid not TAKE Jerusalem. For, 
comparing the account of Ahaz's 
gn, as recorded in the fecond 
ok of Chronicles, with Jofephus's 

Hiftory,* 
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Hiftbry,* it is moft probable^, tlat ^ 
it was at this time^ (notwithftancyng ^ 
the elegant tranflator of Ifaiah thinki ^ 
it was before^ and the learned au- 
thor of the Connexions, thinks it wai 
afterwards) when the Ifraelkes flew 
one hundred and twenty^ thouiand 
of the men of Judah^ (all valiant 
ineii) in one day, — ^when Zichri flew 
Maafeiah, the king's, fon^ — and whw 
Uiey took two hundred thoufuid 
captives, and carried them away, to 
Samaria. On what authorities, thefe 
two learned authors built their re- 
fpeSive opinions, fo totally advesfe 

to 



« See Jofepbi Antiq. Jud. vol. !• lib. 9, C. 1^- 
ed. H'jdfon. p. 4)23. 
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to each other, we cannot with cer- 

Uinty determine, as they have not 

"lavourcd lis «with any information. 

I (hould fuppofe, however, that the 

fiifliop's, is' merely a conjefture^ 

founded upon the probability, that 

Ahaz would go out to meet his 

enemies, before they approached near 

enough to Jerufalcm, to befiege it. 

And that the Dean's, is a conclufion, 

drawn with much latitude, from the 

book' of -Chronicles. But both con- 

jeftures muft certainly fall at once, 

before the pofitive evidence of Jo- 

fephus. Who telk -us exprefsly, 

** that, when the united kings hall 

** for a long time befieged the city, 

** they could not accompliffi 4heir 

" attempt, 



I 
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** attempt, on accoiwit of the ftrength 
" of the walls. But the king of 
" Syria, having taken the city of 
^' Ailath, near the Red Sea, placed 
** Syrians in it. And when be bad 
^' flain, both the Jews who were 
" in the garrifons, and they who 
** were round about, and, having 
" fent away much booty to Damafcus^ 
^' he departed with his army." ' He 
then informs us, that the king of 
Judah, underftanding that the Syrians 
had retired, and thinking himfclf 
able to encounter the men of Ifrael, 
led forth his troops againft them, 
but was overcome; and that the 
(laughter of the many thoufands, and 
the taking a ftill greater number of 

prifoncrs. 
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rifoners^ as before defcribed, — then 
nfued. AU which is perfe&ly con- 
dent with the accounts^ given us 
y the facred hiftoriansj both in the 
:cond book of Kings^ and the fe- 
ond book of Chronicles. — In the 
ormer^ we are told, that, " at thai; 
^ time, Rezin, king of Syria, re- 

* covered Elath to Syria, and drave 

* the Jews from Elath, and the 
" Syrians came to Elath, and dwelt 
'* there unto this day." — In the 
latter, it is faid, ** wherefore, the 
** Lord his God delivered him (i. e. 
^* Ahaz) into the hand of the king 
** of Syria ; and they fmote him^^ 
** and carried away a great multi- 
** tude of them captives, and brought 

D *' them 
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" them to Damafcus. And 

" alfo delivered into the 

** the king of Ifrael, wh 

•* him with a great flaughi 

From hence, then, I th: 
a conclufion, highly probable 
that the affurances which the 
Ifaiah gave Ahaz, that th 
armies fhould not fuec'eed 
attempt againft Jcrufalem, ^ 
vious to this engagement, 
the men of Judah and Ifn 
the prophet, from his own 
feems to have been font t 
when he and the houfc c 
were in the utmoft conft 
at the INFORMATION onl) 

con 
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fcderacy, between the kings' of 
ia and Ifrael, to beficge Jeru- 
m. And the battle, which was 
Fatal to the men of Jtidah, muft 
e been after the raifing o£ 
fiege. For, firft, it is by no 
ins probable, that the king of 
ia would depart, before he had 
nd the impoffibility of fucceeding 
inft Jerufalem. Secondly^, had 
h a confliQ; happened, during the 
itinuance of the fiege, we cannot 
iceive, but that fo complete a 
:ory, muft have infurcd fuccefs 
the Ifraelites and Syrians united, 
their attempt upon the city. 

D 2 Strong 
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Strong as are the prophet's ex- 
preffions, yet by no means hyper- 
bolical, is his defcription of the 
confternation of Ahaz,— of the whole 
houfe of David, — and of all his 
people, — at the defign of their con- ^ 
federated enemies, to come up againft ^ 
Jerufalcm ; as the intent of the 
united monarchs, was, if they fliouM 
fiiccced, to put to the fword all the 
defccndants of David, and to place 
upon the throne, the fon of Tabael, 
who was moft certainly, cither an 
Ifraelite, or Syrian, but moft pro- 
bably the latter. To remove the 
apprchenfion, then, of this direful 
event, was the only end, to which 
all the affurances, given by the pro 
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het, were direfted. They were by 

o means intended, to perfuade Ahaz^ 

vat he (hould overcome the king* 

F Syria and Ifrael^ but only, that 

bey ftiould not then fucceed in their 

ttempt to TAKE Jerufalem,^^ nor 

onfequently, in their defign of ex- 

irpating the royal houfe, — and o£ 

>lacing a king of their own appoint- 

nent^ upon the throne. But, ftilL 

farther to affure them, that they 

were in no danger of having the 

kingdom of Judah made fubjeft to 

the kingdom of Ifrael, he declares 

to them> that„ in fixty-five years, 

" Ephraim Jhovld be no more a people.**' 

Which prediQion> we find, was fully 

accompliflied. 

From 



I 
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From this invcftigation, therefore, 
of the plain and obvious intention 
of the prophet,, though 1 am. always 
difpofed to pay the higheft deference 
to Bifliop; Lowth's taile, I can not 
forbear to prefer the common reai- 
ing, to his fubftitution of, 

*^ Though the head of Syria k 
" Damafcus, 6?c/* 

" Though the head of Ephrdiif^ 
" be Samariay, C^c." 

For, the rcafon, why the people 
of Judah were afraid, was not b'ecaufe 
Damafcus was the head of Syriai 
and Samaria the head of Ephraimi 
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lor was it merely likewife, becaufc 
?.etfin was the head of Damafcus, 
tnd RemaUah's fon the -head of Sa- 
naria; — but they were really affright- 
Mied> left Judea fhould become the 
bead of Syria, or of Samaria, by 
Retfin, or Remaliah's fon, becoming 
the head of Judea. For this reafon, 
the prophet's declarations, that the 
refpeftive dominions of the confe- 
derated king« fhould remain as they 
then were, and that in three fcore 
and five years, Ephraim fliould be 
no more a people, contained the 
affurances, beft fitted, to give con- 
folation to the men of Judah. And 
he concluded his affurances, by de- 
claring to them alfa, that if they 

did 
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did not believe, they iikewife 11 
not keep together, i, e. thty HI 
Jhould ceajt to be a people. 

It appears from the hiftor 
Ahaz, that his impiety increafe 
proportion to his diftrefs. The 
he failed in his undertakings 
-more devoted he beicame to ido 
the more zealous in the efta 
ment of its rites, and the 
violent in the extirpation of 
fcrvice of tlie one true God. 

From the fecond book of C 
nicies, xxviii. 23. we learn, 

" he facrijictd unto the Gods of 
*^ mqfcus, wJii^ Jmoie him" 

the 
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ifore, muft mod probably have 
I, before the king of AiTyria's 
[ueft of Damafcus, and flaughter 
:he king, though he took the 
1 of an ahar from Damafcus 
wards. He /aid, becaufe the Gods 
he kings of Syria help them, 
fore will I facrijice to THE^r, 
THEY may help me. 

fFrightened and confounded there- 
, as Ahaz, and the houfe of 
id had been, at the attempt of 
united kings, to make themfelves 
ers of Jerufalem, to extinguifli 
royal houfe of David, and to 
e one of their own creatures 
the throne ; yet, no fooner was 
E the 



I 
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the prediftion of the prophet accom- 
plilhed, in the failure of this enter- 
prife, than, becaufe the men of 
Judah were overcome in a battle, 
in which they hdd refolved to en- 
gage, without any acknowledgement 
of the mercy of their God for 
their pad deliverance, or any tnift 
in his power, for their future fuc- 
cefs, they became ftill more obftinatc 
in their rejeftion of the true God, 
and more warmly attached themfelve« 
than before, to the idols of Ifrael, 
and of Syria. 

It was then probably, jtift aftc^ 
ihis mod fignal defeat, in whid 
Ahaz loft fo many of his people b 

tb 
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be fword, and by captivity, when he 
/as more earneftly renewing his 
TOrfliip of falfe Gods^ and reviling 
he majefty of heaven, that the Lord 
"ent the prophet again to fpeak to 
lim, as the prophet relates^ accord- 
ing to our Englifli tranflation, in* 
the following words: 

10. Moreover, the Lord fpake.^j^w 
unto Ahaz : faying, 

11. Afk thee a fign of the Lord- 
Ay God, afk it, either in the depth, 
or in the height above. 

12. But Ahaz faid, I will not* 
^ neither will I tempt the Lord. 

E2 13. And 
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13. And he faid^ hear ye novr, 
O houfc of David; Is it a fniall 
thing for you to weary men, but 1 
will yc weary my God alfo ? 

14. Therefore, the Lord himfelf 
fhall give you a sign : — Behold! a 
Virgin fliall conceive, and bear a 
Ton, and fhall call his name Ema- 



15. Butter and honey fliall he 
cat, that he may know to refufc 
the evil, and choofc the good. 

16. For, before the child fliall 
know to rcfufc the evil, and choofc 

the 
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good, the land that thou abhor- 
:, {hall be fbrfaken of both her 
igs. 

I do not, in this place, offer any 
eration in the trauflation of this 
)phecy, becaufe, when I fhall 
erwards enter upon my own in- 
pretation of it, I ftiall critically 
imine every vcrfc. 

This is the great and important 
)phecy, of which, the opinion of 
nc commentators, is, that it was 
illy fulfilled many hundred years 
fore the time of our Saviour, 
d is merely referred to, by the 
^angelift St. Matthew, in the fame 

manner. 
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manner, as one profane writer quote* 
any paffage from another, which only 
bears fome fimilarity to any fenti- 
ment or faft, which he himfelf relates. 

Others, though they imagine, it 
was PRIMARILY accomplilhcd in the- 
days of Ahaz, — yet, maintain, — fronv 
the folemnity with which the pro- 
phet introduces the predidion,* and. 
more efpecially, furely from the 
Evangelift's exprefs declaration, that 
the conception and birth of our 
Saviour was the completion of this 

prophecy, — 



* The learned Bifhops, Lowth and HuRD, 
Dr. Samuel Clark, and many other moft 
rcfpc6l;ible Divines. 
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prophecy, — ^that 'it muft, however, 
•have had a fccondary completion in 
Jesus Christ, 

I (hall not take up your time at 
•prefent, by inveftigating the grounds 
of this commonly received opinion, 
concerning the double sense of 
prophecies, as fufficient opportunities 
for this purpofe, will, in future 
Leftures, occur to me. The only 
pofition I fhall now advance, in re- 
ference to that doftrine, is, that 
whatever prophecies of this kind, 
the facred Scriptures may contain, 
THIS, however, is not one of 
them. Though fo generally prevalent 
•is the contrary opinion, that there 

arc 
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are but very few wrkers, who 
maintained, that it had it s pri 
completion rn Jefus Chrift. 
though I fhall be found altog 
to differ even from them, in 
manner of explaining the wore 
tlie prophecy, yet, I am peri 
of the fame opinion with then 
to it's PRIMARY accomplifhmei 
Him. 

But I will go ftill further, 
•<lcclare, without the leaft fea 
difappointing your expeftations, 
fo far from it's being applicab 
Jesus, in any meiaphoricaly a 
rical-, or fecondary Jtnfe only, 
-as DIRECT and primary a 

di 
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4i^ion of him, when, the words of 
the prophet are rightly underftood, 
delivered in as clear and unequi- 
vocal language, as any narration 
by any one Evangelift, of any one 
event which occurred to our Saviour, 
whilft he was made in fafliion as a 
man, or.pf any one miracle he per- 
fonncd, in atteftation of his divine 
nature. In a word, I maintain, that 
this prediction of the prophet, re- 
lative tQ Jefus Chrift, delivered 
about feven hundred years before 
J^ birth, is as clear and explicit, 
as the recital of any fad related of 
him, by any of his Apoftlcs, or 
Evangelifts, who were eye-witneffes 
.of it's truth. 

F But, 



44 L EC T U R E I. 

But, though I am very ^efiroaai 

that you fliould have a perfeft com 

prehenfion of this moft illuftrioui 

prophecy, this demonstration, « 

it may juftly be called, of th 

TRUTH of Ghriftianity, yet 4 -ihal 

endeavour -to -give as miKh-concife 

nefs as poflible, to my explanation 

Minutely, to refute all the obje£iioni 

which infidels have urged again 

this prediftion, would be a tad 

neither pleafing to me, nor bene 

ficial to you. Even to enuraerai 

*^t large, all the different "interpn 

'tations only, of this much agitate 

paffgrge, and the arguments in defenc 

of them, would likewife be, to lay 

burden upon your attention, withoi 

•making any addition to your know 

ledge. Th 
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The bed method upon thisj as 
nd^ed^ upon every other occafion> 
s, to reduce the opinions of thofe 
from >^hom we differ,^ , as; much , as 

X)ffible^ to FIRSTs PRINCIPlrES. If 

i^e refute those, principles, — to 

purfue them^througb all their windings^ 

and to> chafe and run down every 

ponfeqwencen deduced from them, — 

may indeed gratify the vanity of a 

fpeaker, or .a writer, and fwell his 

oration or book into a greater bulk, 

but, cannot poflibly produce any 

other effe£l,. than to weary and difr 

gull them, whofe attention we fhould 

invite, and whofe underftandings we. 

fcould inform. 

F 2 Thcfe 
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Thefe different modes oF refutatic 
are indeed chara^eriftic of tWov( 
different and oppofite clafles of m 
The former, is adopted only 
ihofe, who are always baftening 
add, by their own difcoveries, 
the prefent ftock of knowledge 
The latter, by thofe only, who, k 
ing no difcoveries of their own 
offer, are proud of difplaying tl 
acquifitions of other men's opinior 

Firfl, then, let it fufEce to obfe 
that all who maintain, that the j 
phecy, relative to a Virgin's ( 
ceiving and bringing forth a 
had it's PRIMARY and litei 
completion in the time of Al 
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only a seco.ndahy, and/there- 
iN DIRECT fulfihnent, in relation 
ttr Saviour, muft neceflarily in- 
et the word Virgin, in the 
ififtance, in a very different 
itr from that, in which, the 
igelift intends it, when he applies 
) Jefus ; and from what, the 
het leads us to expeS, by the 
nnity, with which he introduces 
prediftion. Both the latter ma- 
lly mean to denote, a very 
wmtm,' extraordinary^ and mira- 
s event. But the former, by 
• explanation, convert it into a 

!MON and ORDINARY CVCUt 

, which occurs every day, in 
ufual courfe of nature • 

For^ 
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For, they muft, in defence i 
their opinion, either maintain, thai, 
by the word Virgin, is only meant, 
a YOUNG WOMAN in general, ift 
contradidion to it's etymology, and 
conftant application, and to the utter 
confufion and deftru6lion of all ioSr 
tin£lion and perfpicuity in language: 
— Or, they muft maintain^ that, by 
the word Virgin here, was meant, 
only ONE, who was then a Vir- 
gin, but, who fhould hereafter 
conceive, and bear a fon, when (he 
had CEASED to be a Virgin, h^ 
interpretation, fo unworthy the defigi 
of the prophet, and fo inapplicabl' 
in ANY fenfe, to our Saviour, a 
to require no laboured refutation 

Barel) 
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fiarely to relate it, feems to be al- 
mijft fufficicnt to refute it. For, 
the pafiage, when fo explained, can, 
neither in a primary nor a skcok- 
DARY fenfe, be a prophecy of the 
mracultms birth of Jefus, related by 
the EvangelilU; nor even can pol- 
fibfy be referred to, by way of 
ACCOMMODATION. The foniier fup- 
pofitions, I fhall more fully expofe 
afterwards, — the latter, I Ihall refute 

•for, firft, no ferious writer ever 
'(\noiQs a paffage from an author, by 
way of A c c o M M o D A T I o N, but, 
either in illujlration, or cmijirjnation 
of fomc faCl or argument, which he 

has 
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lias advanced, or for the ele&ilM 
oi* his fubjeS, by the aid of oru- 
7naif. But, to fuppofe, that the 
Evangclift quotes the paflage in tk 
Prophet, by way of accommo- 
dation, which, they who maintab 
this doftrine of accommciatim^ mull 
fvippofe, denotes only a common took 
is, to fuppofe him guihy of the 
grcatcft abfurdltv. 



For, firfl, fliould a writer, when 
he is relating a riiiracuhus faft, r^' 
fer to words, which were ufed fevcn 
hundred years before, only to denote 
a COMMON event, — this would bc» 
to involve his narration in the greatel* 
UJcuri/Vy and to xveakai his argument 
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:o illujhratt and confirm it. And 
icprefs his declaration of a mi- 
LE, in language common to 
: N AR Y EVENTS, \s not to tlcvate 
ubjed:, but icbafc it. 

condly. 11* any will allow, that the 
liet did really foretell a miraculous 
t, then, -it muft neceflarily have 

fulfilled, at the birth of Jefus, 
le Evangelift declares. Becaufe, 
prophecy is applicable to no 
r event, but that, which was 

accompliihed. 

hirdly. If any one is irrational 

igh to fuppofc, that the prophet 

ufe fuch words, as, in their 

G liural 
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literal fignification, are properly de- 
fcriptive of a miractdous^ thoi^h to 
meant by ihepi only to dencHe i 
common event ; and the Evacgelift 
quotes them cxaftly ki ^he fame 
manner, and with the fame intention; 
— -this would be, fo intirely to con- 
found all fcriptural language, that 
it is impoflible we (hould ever be 
able at any time., Jo afcertain from 
the context, the true fenfe of an 
infpired writer. And it is, to repre- 
fent both Prophet and EvangcHftj 
as guilty of a mean art, and a vil' 
ful fallacy. Nay, it would be, il 
I may be allowed the expreflion,-" 
even plainly, and without difguifc) 
— to maintain, — tlui both St. Matthew 

and 
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St. Luke, have afierted, what^ 
not irue. For, the former, does 

leave the miraculous fad, to 
inferred from his quotation of 
Prophet, but, direftly and pofi^^ 
y ajferis it. And the latter- re* 
I ,a long chain of miraculous 
^ previous to the miraculous 
1, all clofely comie&ed with it,, 

infeparable from it. 

There is no alternative therefore 
. but, either to admit the faS,,. 
elated by the Evangelifts, which 
evinces, that the prophecy was 
DicTivfi ofj and completed 
)ur Saviour's birth: — or, at 
:, openly to difavow all belief, 
G 2 in 
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in the writers of the New Teftament 
There can be no poflible medium: 
For, the teftimony of the Evangelilisi 
upon this pointy is plain^ and { 
tive. And if any one, who wai 
one of Chgff^'A Apojlles, could either 

INTENTIONALLY DECEIVE, OF CVCR 
UNINTENTIONALLY bc DECEIVED, 

then was " their preaching vain, and 
'* our faith is alfo vain." For, our 
Saviour has himfelf affured us, if 
we are at all to believe one, vho 
was not only an Apoftlc, but his 
mod beloved Difciple, John, xiv. 26. 
" Thc/'e thinf^s have I Jpokcn unto 
" yoUy bein^ yet prcfait zuith yoU' 
" Bvt^ the CoMiOK.TER, zvhtck i^ 
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ie Holy Ghojl^ whom the Father 
ill fend in my name, h e (hall 
• EACH you all things, and bring 
lll things to your remem- 
RANCE, whatfoever I have faid 
nto you. Again, johl^pcy. 26, 27. 
\ut^ when the Comforter is 
omey xvhom I will fend unto you 
rom the Father^ even the spirit 
f TRUTH, xvhich froceedeth froin 
he Father, he fliall testify of 
ne*: And ye alfo Jhall bear witnefs, 
uaufe ye harve been with me from 
he beginning.*' 

Fhcre is, indeed, another, and a 

;ular opinion, advanced by a wri- 

far too rcfpcStablc not to be 

noticed. 
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noticed^ and whofe authoi 
great^ not to render it ne 
refute his arguments^ as 
kad fome to fuppofe this i 
St. Matthew,, and this pr< 
Ifaiah, to be of no gre; 
ancc to the evidence of CI 
The writer, is Dr. Samue 
in the firft fermon of his 
lume. A man, who is ne 
mentioned,, but with the gi 
ipeft for the variety of I 
ments, and his more than 
excellence in moft ; — thoi 
his fate, to be moft celet 
thofe attainments, in whic 
celled the leaft. — Upon th; 
though he fccms to eml 
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^mon opinion, of a double com- 
Hion, yet he fays, " This hiftory 
of oar Lord's miraculous births evi- 
-dowtly in faQ: wis not^ and in the 
nature of things, could not fojjibly 
' \t intended by the Evangelift, in 
tma PtACi^ as any proof, for 
the. conyi&iQO of unbelievers, ei- 
ther of 4he dignity of <Jhrift6 
^ perfon, or the truth of his doftrine, 
' or of the reality of his divine 
\ commiffion." This appears to be 
n affertion fo sextraordinary, that, 
hough it has never been refuted, 
>ne scan -not conceive, it has been 
:vcr adopted by any one, who did 
^ at once enibrace any opinion^ 
?poa the authority of a writer, 

without 
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without paying any regard to hi 
arguments. For, what reafon cai 
be affigncd, for an Evangehft s ^^ 
lation, not only of this, but of snj 
other miracle, relative to our Saviour, 
or any prophecy fulfilled in him, ex- 
cept for ONE or ALL of the pur- 
poses here enumerated ? If the 
facjcd writers have related any, vnih- 
out any fuch purpofe, then, there is 
no impropriety in maintaining, for 
no one can deny the afl'crtion, that 
they have related them, to no furpcjc* 



But, having made this obfervation) 
which renders the general foun- 
dation of his pofition totally inadmif- 
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hU^ let us now examine the par- 
cular arguments, by which, he 
tideavours to prop the aflertion, 
^lative to this faft, and prophecy, 

1 PARTICULAR. 

He fays, ** That it could not 
^ pojfibly be alledged, by way of 
' i^rtw/* of any of thefe things, to 
' unbelievers, is moft evident, for 
' this plain reafon ; — becaufe, in the 

* nature of things, the fa6l was it- 
' fdf incapable of being proved, 
' 'till the truth of Chrift's miffion, 

* and the veracity of his followers, 
'had firft been eftablifhed." But, 
unfortunately, ( I fpeak it with the 
jreatcft deference to the author's 

H efta- 
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cftabliftied charafter, and the highel 
veneration for his memory) thb, 
which is intended as a proof of the 
triith of the former affertion, is it- 
felf only an affertion, which cafl 
not be admitted without proof, and 
appears to be incapable of receiving 
one. For, tvtry JaBy relative to 
our Saviour, muft reft upon it's owl 
proper and Jeparate evidence, and the 
proof, therefore, of ever fo maiit^ 
different miraculous faBs^ relative t( 
him, is no proof of the truth o 
any oiher^ which is not inJeparaU 
conne^ed with it.* 



* A SIMILAR ERROR has bftcn embrace^ 
by fome writers of great reputation, relative t 
PROPHECY, as I have had occafion to reinarl 
in a treatife, written alinoft twenty years linc« 
but which is not yet publiflied. 
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To admit, with Dr. Clark, the 
contrary fuppofition, is, to defend 
Ghriftianity, by what logicians call 
% argument in a circle. For, Chrif- 
tianity cannot be true, unlefs the 
SEPARATE foEls related of Chrift, 
be proved to be true ; and yet 
Ae truth of a Jingle, feparate faft, is 
(according to Dr. Clark's argument) 
to be inferred from the general truth 
of the whole. 

Secondly. Could we even grant, that 
if the divine miflion of our Saviour 
be once proved, it would neceflarily 
involve in it the proof of a parti- 
^lar faft, yet the faft here meantj 
cannot be of that kind, becaufe ii 
H 2 is 
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is not ejfcntial to a divine 
Though, if the faO; itfelf be truc» 
the divine miffion of Jefiw ncccf- 
farily follows from it; — ^yet, inde- 
pendent of the prophecy, the truth 
of the latter does not neceffarily 
follow from the former. 



Thirdly. Though every 
feparate faft, muft ultimately rd 
upon it's own proper evidence, V^ 
there are fome faQ:s, related in tl: 
New Teftament, fo connefted ai 
complicated with each other, tb 
the proof of the truth of or 
comprehends the evidence of t 
other. And fuch is precifely t 
nature of tliis faft. For, the Eva 

gcli 
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fts do not mention this, as one 
/e, folitary faft, totally jtfaratt 
I unconneBed with any other; — but- 
h St. Matthew and St. Luke, 
>eal to other fa6i:s, fo intimately 
1 infeparately connefted with it^ 
t,-— befides having it's own fepa- 
e evidence to reft upon, — ^whoever 
convinced of the truth of any one 
them, muft likewife be convinced 
the truth of this. When, there - 
*e, the truth of this, is once ad- 
tted, if it can be fhown, that the 
3phecy was completed,, in the mi- 
-ulcus birth of Jefus,. as is afferted 
St. Matthew, THIS is a prog^, 

lich MUST CONVINCE THEM, wllO 
re BEFORE UNBELIEVERS, that 

Jesus, 
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Jesus was the Emanuel, foretolc 
by Ifaiah, 

This great writer's argument, u 
prove the other part of his affertion 
is not better founded than the fore 
gping. For> he fays, ** And tha 
" in faft, it was never by the Evan 
" gelifts intended as a proof, appeal 
** no lefs evident from hence; thi 
*' though both by St. Matthew an 
" 5^ Luke, it be laid down as tl 
" beginning and foundation of tl 
" Life of Chrift, yct^ in the accou 
" they give us of his preaching, 'i 
" never once mentioned by eith 
" of thcfe two Evangelifts, or 1 
'^ cither of the two other Eva 

" gclil 
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gelifts, as ever alledged by vChrift, 
in proof of his being the Mefliah, 
— nor in the book of AQs, — nor 
in the Kpiftlc of Paul, &c/' 

Now, TiRST, furely from St. Mai- 
hew's and St. Luke's making this fafct, 
ind the completion of the prophecy, 
as the BEGINNING and f o u n - 
DATioN of the Life of Chrijl, the 
proper inference is, the very reverfe 
of that, deduced by Dr. Clark. — 
For, if the Evangelifts knew it could 
^t be proved, without iirft admit- 
ting the divine miffion of Chrift, — 
^l^en, their thus laying it down as 
^^^ beginning and foundation^ was 
^^t the means of converting unbe- 
lievers, 
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lievers, to a belief of the digdit] 
of Chrift's perfon, or the truth o 
his divine commiffion, for which vcr] 
purpofe only, their Gofpels wen 
written ; but, it was the moft eftc 
tual means they could have taken 
to prevent the converjion of mankind 
— on account of their inability ^ 
admit this to be a JaB. 

Secondly. The JaB^ this writ< 
gives as an argumenty in defence 
the other circumftance he has afferte 
can not be formed into an arg 
ment, unlefs this proposition 1 
jirp^ admitted as an axiom, — viz.- 
'^ that whatever fatt is related of oi 
'^ Saviour^ by which, it is declared, 

*^ propht 
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•* frophtcy is fulfilled^ (though the 
" faft be related by two Evangelifts) 
** can not be admitUd as a proof, 
** unUfs thofe Evangelijls, or one of. 
** the others, Jkow, our Saviour ap- 
** pealed to.it in his preaching, or 
^* at leafti that the writer of tht 
** ABsy or St. Paul appealed to iL*' 
But, to admit this, as a pojhalatum^ 
^ certainly, a fortiori to deny, that 
fl»y thing can be admitted, as pre- 
diftive of our Saviour in the Pro- 
phets, which is not referred to in 
Ae Gofpels or Epifiks. Yet, our 
Saviour himfelf, without quoting par- 
ticular prophecies, refers the Jews 
^0 Mofes, and the prophets in ge- 
^ral, for their convi£lion of Ws 
I being 
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being the Meffiah^ telling them^ the^ 
teftify x)f HIM. And after his refur- 
reftion, ^e find, that, "he beginning 
" at Mofes and all the Prophets, tx- 
" pounded (unto his Difciples) in (A 
" the Scriptures, the things concerf»n§ 
" himfelf." No pofition, then, can 
be more at variance with Scriptv>r^$ 
than to affert, that no prophecy can 
relate to our Saviour, which the 
writers of the New Tcftament have 
not quoted as fuch, except, the 
affertion, that one which i ^ 
guoTED as fuch, was not intended 
as a PROOF of his divine miffion. 

. Dr. Clark, however, afterward 
admits, " that this miraculous hirt 

"a 
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of Chrift, the Evangelift had juji 
reafof^ when aflured of the truth 
of the faft, from things which foU 
lowed it^, to infert at the keginning 
of hid Hiftory of our Saviour's 
Life>. and in the manner^ and to 
that purpofe^ for which he relates 
it) had ^ ju/l right, ^did good and 
Jufficient grounds, to apply the pro- 
' phecy here cited^ as a prediftion 
' of it." Hence^ then, it follows^ 
rom Dr. Clark's own conceflion in 
his place, that the Evangelift mujl 
nean it, as a proof to unbeliev- 
ers, of Chrift's divine miffion, if, 

^ PROPHECY COMPLETED, IS AT 
^NY TIME, TO ^Z ADMITTED AS 

^ PROOF. And even admitting, that 
I 2 the 
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the Evangelifts did not know the 
truth of the fa£i^ at the time of 
the occurrence of the event, and 
not 'till afterwards^ ( though this 
could not be^ as I have fiiown, from 
the reafon Dr. Glark affigns^) yet, 
as this knowledge was previous to 
their declaration concerning Ae feS, 
and the completion of the prophecy, 
— this circumjlancc does not lejfcn the 
validity of the proof* 



* Whoever wiftics to fee the total, imp^ 
of fuppofing the miraculous birth of Chrift not t» 
be true, without confidering the Evangelifls, ai 
any thing more than even mere hiflorians, may 
be amply fatisfied, by the ingenious Dr. BdPi 
^curate Inquiry into the Divine MiJJicm, of Jckfi 
Ike Baptiji, and Jefus Chrijl. 
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It muft, upon a moment's reflec- 
[>n, appear impoflible, that a great 
limber of ingenious and learned 
i&m, could have fallen into miftakes 
> grofs^. without, having been firft 
tduced^. into fome more general. 
lifunderftandingy of the Prophet's 
tttention. It. is. not only manifeft^ 
hat, in this cafe^. this was the fad, 
mt likewife, upon refleftion, the 
iaufe of it, is evident. They, falfely 
-onceived, that, both the paffagesj 
which I have feparately read to you 
5rom Ifaiah, muft neceffarily either 
fcnn one whole and intire prophecy^ 
or if, as fome few commentators 
have fuppofed them to be differ- 
ent,. 



i 
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ENT, yet at leaft, that in b< 
there was aR£F£R£NC£ to 
SAME £V£NT. Whereas^ ap( 
more mature inveftigation, it 
appear^ that they muft be- confid 
as two. fuch SEPARATE aud 
TiNCT prophecies, that they : 
have been delivened at times 
gemote from each other, F< 
by no means follows, becaufe 
are included in the fame ch 
or becaufe they even immed 
fucceed each other, without- tl: 
tervention of any other fubjeft. 
the prophecies were both deli' 
at the fame time; as thefe cii 
(lances fometimes occur, wher 

e 
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nents are farctold, which arc to hap- 
ii at very diftant periods of time. 
It, as to the perfons to whom they 
re foretold, there can not be a 
ibt ; as it is evident, from the 
idufion of the ninth verfe, that 
y were both of them delivered 
the fame perfons, — ^not to Ahaz 
ne, but to the whole houfe of 
vid alfo. 

One of the caufes, however, which 
I the commentators into the notion 
the intimate conneSion between 
t two prophecies, and the Jnftan- 
leous delivery of the one after 
I other, feems, indeed, to have 

arifen 



74 LECTURE I. 

arifen from the fuppolition^ that 
words tranflated, ** the L( 

" SPAKE AGAIN UNTO Ah- 

mean only, that he added, to 
he had juft before iaid« But 
the contrary, it is a phrafe, v 
is often ufed, in the facred S 
tures, to denote a different ti 
And therefore, -this expiveffion, in 
of affording a foundation foi 
fupport of their fuppofition, • 
on the contrary, intirely ove 
it. Though even, if they had 
right in the interpretation of 
phrafe, it would by no nieam 



"^^ KfiU TpCC^fifiTO, with an infiiMtivc mood j 
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low, that there was a ncceflary con- 
neftion between the two prophecies. 

That there was, therefore, a dif- 
tance of time between the delivery 
of tlie two prediftions, is equally 
evident from the Prophet's own con- 
text, as from the hiftory of Ahaz. 
From which, I have pointed out 
the different occafions, upon which, 
they were probably given, and which 
muft neceflarily prefuppofe, a confi- 
derable interval of time, to have 
Dccured between them. 

Secondly. The commentators fcem 

.0 have fuppofed, that the word sign, 

vhen ui^d by a Prophet, muft ne- 

K ceflarily 
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ceffarily denote fome token 
PROOF, of the truth of fome 
of his prediftions. And, then 
as the Prophet Ifaiah is, in 
preceding verfes, faid to have 
ed a prediftion, the coimnen 
almoft univerfally fuppofed, th; 
fign, which Ahaz is here bidd( 
afk, muft be meant as a confim 
of the foregoing predi^ion. 
concluded, therefore, that this 
have been only juft before deli\ 
and confequently, that there 
be the moft intimate conneftio 
tween the two prophecies. Th 
being only a bare declara 
of an event, and the other^ 
SIGN of that event. 
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But, whoever will give themfelves 
ic trouble^ of referring to all the 
iQages, both in the Old and New 
eftament, which reUte to the giving 
f a SIGN ; will find, (I may ven- 
ire to affure them, after the mod 
ccurate examination) that the word 
•iGN, is never ufed to fignify a con- 
irmation of a preceding, or fubfe- 
luent event, without it's junftion 
^ith fome other words, which mark 
the connexion between the fign, and 
^Hat event ; and by which, therefore,, 
it is deprived of it's extcnfivc, and 
RK)re general fenfc, and confined 
and contrafled withia a very limited 
fignification. 

K 2 For, 



78 LECTUREI. 

For, as every miracle is alw 
a SIGN of God's exertion of 
power, in a manner uncommon 
unufual, therefore, the words m 
CLE and SIGN are often ufe( 
perfeftly synonimous, and are 
difcriminately fubftituted for 
other. Thus we find, that the J 
whenever they meant to afk 
Saviour for a miracle, almoft i 
riably called it a fign. Plainly 
timating, that as they themfc 
confidered every miracle as a 
of G o d's power, they would, 
miracle was wrought, allow, e 
that God was with Jefus, or 
he himfclf had made good his 
tenfions, — to be the Son of C 
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This, then, is always the meaning 
rf the word SIGN, except, firft, when 
it is neceflaiy to ufe both terms; 
Jccaufe the miracle, is not only 
ntended in general, as a fign of 
Jod s power ; but is produced, as 

teftimony likewife, that a parti- 
liar event had happened, or would 
ippen. Or, fecondly, when fome 
)mmon event is pointed out, as a 
511 of a miraculous one, which is 

come. But, in both thefe cafes, 
e context never fails to fliow with 
curacy, the limitation in the mcan- 
5 of the word, juft as it always 
les, whether the miracle, or fign, 
lich is only in general, an attef- 

taiion 
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tation of God's power> is ii 
particular cafe defigned as a 
of his proteftion and favour^ 
his corredion and difpleafure. 

One can not therefore ofc 
without great furprife, that the 
mentators fhould fb very ger 
have confidered the miracle, fo 
in one of thefc prediftioiM> 
SIGN of the truth, or confir 
of the event foretold in the i 
when not a word is ufed b 
Prophet, to give the leaft intir 
of any fuch intention. 

But, our furprife is ftill 
more incrcafcd, when we coi 
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hat it was upon this very account, 
:hat they were totally at a lofs, to 
give a rational and confiftent expla- 
tiation of the connexion, and inter- 
pretation of the two prophecies. 

The majority, however, of thofe 
'who held this opinion, I fuppofe, 
faw, that as the miracle here fore- 
told, was not to happen, 'till more 
than feven hundred years afterwards, 
it could not poflibly be a sign to 
Ahaz, of an event, which was not 
only to happen during his reign, 
Init within the fpace of two or three 
years, from the time of the delivery 
^ the prophecy. They, therefore, 
in their zeal, to defend what was 

not 
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not dcfcnfible, looked out for fomc 
event, which did happen at that rime; 
to which the words, *^ a virgin fd 
** conceive^ 6?c." could be in ant 
SENSE applied. For this purpolc; 
they had not far to look ; — as tke 
Prophet had, at the very time be 
delivered his prophecy, a fon with 
him, though indeed no mention is 
made of his age, nor is any 
known of it, and yet it is 
lately neceflary to afcertain, thatb* 
was but jujl born, before the appli 
cation could be made to him. Tii 
therefore, the commentators took al 
together for granted, was fuch, a 
would be confiftcnt with their hj^pc 
thefis. 

Other 
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Others, looking ftill further, and 
nding in the next chapter, another 
3n was to be born to the Prophet, 
nd whofe birth could certainly be 
fcertained : — ^fixed upon him, as the 
hild meant by the Prophet for a 
ign. 

Each, then, of th^fc fcfts of com- 
nentators, being perfcflly fatisficd, 
n having found, each of them a 
ign; — though they difagrced as to 
he particular objeft of it, perfcfclly 
X)ncurred alfo, in making a comvion 
event the Jign of the predicted event ; 
being, as they thought, typical of 
the real fign or miracle. Huis, to 
%port their intcq^rctation, they did 
L nur 



of introducing at the fair 
of time, the moft impon 
ph^y, of the moft ftupen 
rack, mall can conceive, — b 
was not to exift 'till ma 
afterwards^ — between two c 
diftions, of events foon i 
with which the former, in it' 
fenfe, has not the leaft a 
xonnedion, 

• But, even repugnant as 



L E C T U R E I. 85 

is not yet pointed out. For^ as 
BchrH thefe events are fuppofed to 
be future^, depending on the time 
of a child's knowing good and evil, 
HI refpeft to one, and in relation 
to the other, not only upon this, 
but even on his very birth; neither 
of thefe events could then be any 
more a present fign to Ahaz of the 
predicted event, than even the mira- 
cle itfelf, which was to happen at 
fo very diftant a period afterwards. 

Some few other commentators, aS' 
learned and ingenious as any of their 
predeceffors, for fo undoubtedly they 
all were, however they may have 
nftifufiderftobd the Prophet upon this 
L 2 occafioiK 
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occafion^ juftly conceiving, I Gixpfcit, 
thefe to be very forced and 6r- 
fetched interpretations of the Pro- 
phet's meaning, and at the fame timc^ 
wilhing to preferve the litekai 
prediftion of the miraculous event, 
which could only relate to our blefled 
Saviour, and the declaration of whi(i» 
fo many hundred years before the 
event, muft therefore be an indis- 
putable PROOF of HIS MIRACU- 
LOUS CONCEPTION,^ — have en- 
deavoured to find other folutions o* 
the difficulties, which had 'till dicf 
attended the explanation of theft 
prophecies. 

Thefe commentators, if I und^^ 
ftand them right, fuppofe, that tt 
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aurtcenth verfe, ^^ Behold! a virgin 
^ Jhall conceive^ (3c.'* contains one 
>ropofition and prophecy, totally i^- 
>arate and diftinct from that imme- 
diately afterwards given, in the two 
following verfes. Firft. They con- 
fider the former, as a literal pre- 
diftion of our Saviour's birth, and 
therefore,, a fign of the truth of 
the other prophecy, which the Pro- 
phet had juft before given ; aifur- 
ing Ahaz, that the kings of Syria 
5tnd Ifrael fhould not fuccced in their 
defign againft Jerufalem. Secondly. 
They conceive the latter, to relate 
merely to the land being freed from 
thofe two kings, before the Prophet s 

fon 
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fon then living, fhould know to re- 
fufe the evil, and choofe the good. 

But it is evident, that thefc in* 
terpreters,* in endeavouring to av<rid 
the incongraity of the former com- 
mentators, in the admiflion of a 
TYPE, have (if they have all ima- 
gined the prediftion of our Saviours 
birth, to be a fign, or confirmatioB 
of the truth of the firft prophecy) 
run into that very abfurdity, to 
avoid which, I fuppofe, was the 
caufc of the firft adoption of the 

idea 

* Dr. Benson, and according to him, fiilhop 
Chandler, whofe work I have never fccn, Dr. 

Kl'NNlCOT, &c. 
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idea of a type. This abfurdity is^ 
either the making one event, which 
is to be long fubfequent to another, 
a SIGN of the occurrence of the 
former; or, confounding the pre- 
diction of a miracle, with the 
PERFORMANCE of onc. A miraclc, 
when wrought, muft always be a 
fign of God^s power, and rtiay like- 
wife be the fign of any other event, 
to which he choofes to appoint it. 
But a miracle predifted, can no 
more be a fign of another event, 
'till the miracle is wrought, and 
thereby the prophecy is accomplifhed, 
than the Prophet's mere declaration 
of the event ; which muft certainly 
owe all the convi&ion of the truth, 
which others feel of it, to their 
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FAITH in the truth of tl 
phet's pretenfions, 

Thefe interpreters, therefo 
not only liable to all the otl 
jeftions, (except what relate 
type) which I have made 
foregoing, and which I flij 
therefore now repeat, but, 
deavouring to avoid the onl 
from which they have inde 
empted themfelves, they have a 
a pofition^ equally objeftiona 
it's place. 
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1 the foregoing, by confidering the 

ESTRUCTION OF THE CONFE- 
ERATED KINGS, aS the SIGN of 

le BIRTH of the Emanuel, not, 

le PROPHECY of HIS BIRTH, aS 
le Jtgn of THEIR DESTRUCTION. 

'his, I think, is the only pofitioii 
eculiarly his own« 



M 



*ifcourfes upon this fabje£l, vrhich he had preached 
sforc the Univcrfity of Cambridge. — Mr. Blany, 
te learned tranflator of Jeremiah, in imitation ot 
•ifliop Lowth's vcrfion of Ifaiah, has in a Ser- 
mon very lately publifhed, adopted in fome meafure 
^s idea, only he includes within the fign, the 
>lamitiei mentioned in the remaining part of the 
^>tcr. — ^This interpretation, therefore, require* 
feparatc examination. 



jiion, and 1 Ihould be very 
even undefignedly to do it 
as this author's two Difcourf 
rather of the oratorical fpe< 
writing,, than the argwmenta 
exprefs myfelf with much t 
Becaufe, though in the latt€ 
of difcourfe, the general pr 
are plainly laid down, the i: 
diate propofitions, which are 
for proofs, are clearly diftinj 
and the conclufions are n 
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>ne ^r>i^£2/ principle, indeed, this 
or propofes in form, *^ that 
ic primary and immediate objeft 
f the prophecy, ( beginning at 
le fourteenth verfe) was not to 
erfuadc and convince Ahaz, that 
e (hould affuredly be delivered 
x>m the deftrudion with which 
e was threatened, by the confe- 
erated kings of Syria and Sa* 
jaria/' And, to expofe more fully 

abfurdity of the contrary fup- 
tion, he puts into the mouth of 
iz, a fpeech addrcflcd to the 
phet ; in which, upon that fup- 
tion, he ftiows fo clearly, that 

Prophet could have no claim to 

ef, nor pretence to any autho- 

M 2 rity. 
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rity, that he could not poffiblymakff 
any reply to the king's accufation. 
Yet, when in conformity, as we Ihduld 
fuppofe, with the author's own inter- 
pretation, he gives to the Propii 
a fpeech, which is to convince the 
houfe of David, he makes the for- 
mer,^ in part, thus addrefs the latter. 
** Will no warning awake, no kind- 
*.* nefs foften, and promifes perfuade 
** you ? — Have ye forgotten God's 
" tender mercies of old ? — Has he 
" not fworn by himfelf, that he will 
" never fail David ? — Or think ye, 
" that his arm is waxed fhort, and 
" that his power and providence arc 
** no longer able to proteft you 
" againft your infulting enemies ? — 

« Has 



'Us 
Da 



LECTURE!. 95 

[as he not faid, that the feed of 
•avid fliall endure for ever, and 
lat his throne Ihall be as the 
lys of heaven ? — ^And can ye now 
ar, that his houfe Jliall be extinBy 
id his throne filled by a Jlranger, 
t [on of Tabael ? — Your unbe- 
*f may provoke God to anger, but 
can never defeat his own pur- 
fe. — Your obfiinacy may call down 
s judgments upon your/elves, but 
'.ow, notwithfiandingy — the line of 
avid Jhall never fail, Hill the pro^ 
fed feed Jliall come. — And now,. 
ough your unbelief makes you 
tie worthy of this grace, fronv 
; offended God, yet he will not 
ily condefcend to inform you 



\ 
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" more fully, concerning the « 
« and charaBer of that extraotdiB 
" pcrjon ; but, out of comp^' 
" to your weaknefs, he ^ill J« 

" YOUR DANGERS with his 

" TECTiNG ARM, and your i 
" dulity with a Jign^ which 
" and ought to convince you 

" he is ever true and faithful 
•* promije. 

If this fpeech contain not 
reel contradi£lion to the ge^ 
pofition, the author had adv 
a^ the ground-work of his ini 
tation, 1 muft confefs myfe 
^e totally ignorant of all pri 
^f congruity. For here, the 
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>f the Emakuel is made the granh 

iO-URCE of CONSOLATION tO AhaZ, 

aind the houfe of David, and as- 
surance of THEIR DELIVERY 
FROM THE DANGERS THREATENED 
TTHEM) BY THE KINGS of SVRIA 

AND OF Israel. It would be in 
Vain to anfwer, that the author docs 
not make the birth of the Emanuel 
the DIRECT sign of their dclivcr- 
smce, but the death of the kings 
the DIRECT sign of his birth. — 
For, as in the foregoing fpeech, the 
fole reafon for giving fuch a fign, 
—is, — becaufe, the afl'urance of his 
birth, was a fecurity for their relief 
from their prefent fears, — that muft 

be 



\ 



k 
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i)e likewife, the fole, and ultiinat) 
end, for which, the fign was given. 

But, even pafling over this m^ 
CONSISTENCY, (for I know nofoftt 
term, by which it can be callec 
and fuppofing we admit, that ll 
author did not intend, in contr 
didion to this fundamental pofitio 
to make the deliverance of the hou 
of David from their prefent appr 
henfions, the primary objefl of ti 
prophecy, .other infuperable obje 
tions, ftill occur to it. 

The Prophet fays exprefsly, t 
Lord himself fhall give you 
SIGN : — " Behold ! a virgin Jh 

^* concci 
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' conceive, &c." A declaration, which 
s in perfeft conformity with the 
^hole language of fcripture, when 
the Lord means to declare his power, 
by a MIRACLE. But, the commen- 
tator fays, " The Lord himfelf Jhall 
** S"we you a Jign ; — behold, — before a 
** child Jhall know to refufe the evil, 
** and choofe the good, the land that 
** thou xibhorrejl, Jhall be Jorfaken of 
"both her kingsr This, (hall be 
a sicM to you, that a virgin Ihall 
CONCEIVE, and bear a son, and 
Jhall call his name Emanuel : — 
" Butter end honey Jliall he eat, that 
** h, may know to rejufe the evil, and 
9ofe the good." 

N Had 
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Had this been really the . 
which the Prophet had di 
his prcdiflioD, every readei 
ncceflarily have concluded, tl 
miracle was here intended. Be 
there is not the flighteft intit 
of one. But, it would have 
as improper in- commentators, to 
fuppofed, that any thing more 
intended, than the birth of a c 
mon child, with an uncommon n< 
as it is now, to imagine the < 
trary. 

Secondly. If we are to fupj 
that this writer, difclaims all 
of this prophecy being intended 
a prefent confolation to the h 
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^ David, to what end or purpofe 
docs he fuppofe it to be given ? — 
Not furely, as any proof of the 
divine infpiration of the Prophet ? 
For, to adopt his own method of 
treating this fubjeft, wc may fuppofe 
. ^he houfe o£ David, upon that pre ^ 
tence,. to reply, in. the following. 
manner, and in many of the com- 
tnentator's own words. 

" You announce, that the Lord 
•* himfelf fliall give us a lign. But 
" what is this mighty fign ? — That 
** the land which we abhor, Ihall 
'^ be forfaken of both her kings, 
" before any child, that is now to 
" be bom> fhall know to refufc the 
N 2 " evil. 



iM L EC T U R E I. 

*• evil, and choofe the good; *• 
*• that this is a fign, that a virj 
** (hall conceive,, and bear a foi 
•' But, what is it to us, that 
" thoufand women, now virpn 
** (hould immediately conceive, a 
" bear children ? Is that any n 
** fon, why we fhould forfake ( 
** Gods, and try^ and put our tr 
" in yours ? Nay, even if you I 
" us of, the ftupendous miracle, t 
** a virgin, whilft a virgin, (ho 
" conceive, what is that to us, i 
** if it were, what ASSURANC 
^' do you give us, that it will co 
" to pafs ? — You fay, indeed, t 
•* the land which we abhor, ih 
" in five or fix years;, be forfal 
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' of both her kings. — But, what 
^ p^'^J^^^ ojfiirance do you give us 

* of it? — You PROMISE us, indeed, 

* a fign, but, we want a sign of 

* the TRUTH of THAT PROMISE ; 

* or elfe, it is as abfurd in you, 
^ to expeft to gain our prefent be- 
" lief, as if you were to pretend 
" to tell us of an event, which is 
" to happen near a thou/and years 
" hence. The very fign, which you 
" pretend to give us, of an event^ 
•* which we know not when it will 
** happen, and .when it does, is, as 
*' far as we know, of no cor>fequence 
" to us, is itfelf an event, which 
** may very probably corne to pafs^ 
" and therefore, if it fliould, wil\ 

" be 
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^ be no proof of any propb< 
" fpirit in you. — You have befo 
•* told usy that the kings of S) 
" and of Ifrael, ftiall not fulx 
" Judea, but remain only the he 
" of their refpetHve nations. 
*Vthen, we had any faith in y 
*' words, thai declaration would 
" a fufficient confolation to us, w; 
^' out knowing the times of tl 
* death, which is, in comparii 
** of no importance. As, therefc 
** while you pretend to affert 
high dignity of your charaf 
by promifing us a fign from G 
*' you yet refer us only to 
" common events of life ; — we 
** not but fufpetl, that your pret 
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^'•fioiis are vain, and groundlefs. — 
*Ceafe, then, to trouble us with 
"your idle admonitions. — Leave us 
" quietly to difcharge the duty of 
** otir country, and as far as in our 
* power, to guard againft the pre- 
^ fent, and future dangers which 
threaten her, by a prudent exer- 
tion of her natural force, or by 
inviting ^the afliftance of fuch pow- 
erful allies, as may afford us fome 
profpeQ: of defeating the .malicious 
defigns of our inveterate enemies. 
What inducement do you give us, 
or what confolation do you offer 
us, for believing in your God? — 
You pretend, that the kings of 
Syria and of Ifrael, fhall not fub- 

'' due 
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" due our country ; — ^you 
^' wife, they fhall both di 
*' or fix years ; — and ye 
^* fame time, deprive us 
** dawn of comfort and 
** by affuring us, with 
*' breath, from a pretendec 
" nication with your God 
^^ will bring upon us Jlill 
** lamitics, than any which 
" therto befallen us, fince 
" departed from Judah. — 
"we have no faith in 
** you yourfelf give us nc 

** TATION of SAFETY Or 

" CY FROM HIM, — begonc, 
** continue to feek our pi 
*^ liverance, and future p 
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from other Gods, to whom Syria 
and Ifrael owe their fuccefs." 



Upon the whole then, it is evident, 
at this^ writer's hypothefis is no 
fs inadmiflible, than theirs, which 
ive before been examined ; — but, 
s own objeSions may be turned 
jainft himfelf, and his own hypo- 
lefis may be deftroyed by the very 
rgiiment, with which he demolifhes 
lofe of other commentators. 

Having now explained to you,, 
rom the hiftory of Ahaz, the point 
i time, in which, the Prophet moft 
iX)bably delivered this prediftion, 
nd the ftate of Ahaz's mind at that 
O junfture, , 
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juncture, to whom, with the houl 
of David, it was direfted ;— bot 
which circumftances, are almoft el 
fential to the right apprehenfion ( 
any prophecies ; — having, likewifi 
compreffed into as fmall a fpace J 
poffiblc, and deftroyed the principle 
upon which, all former interprete: 
have built their comments, upon tb 
latter prophecy, — I fhall now procee 
accurately to examine the Prophei 
words, to prepare the way for tl 
interpretation of them, which I to 
give you. Which^ I muft confei 
from my own conviftion of it's trut 
I fhall offer with confidence, nc 
withflanding it has happened to e 
cape the difcovery of men ; fome 

thei 
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hem, much more extenfively (killed 
n languages than myfelf, and all of 
hem, perhaps, equally zealous in 
heir inquiries. 

You recoUeCl, then, that the Pro- 
Aet was firft fent to the idolatrous 
AJiaz, before the fiege of Jerufalem 
liad begun, at the time when he 
smd his people had only heard, thai 
the two armies were coming up 
againft it. He then affured them, 
that ,the confederated kings fhould 
fail in their attempt ; for, that they 
fliould not be able, by taking the j 
city, to deftroy the houfe of David, ^ 
and bring under their fubjeftion, 
the country of Judea, But, that 
O 2 Damafcus j 
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Damafcus fhould continue to be the 
metropolis of Syria, and Samaria of 
Ephraim ; ^nd, that in fixty-fiv« 
years, Ephraim fhould even ceafe 
to be a people. He then remini 
them, that as this deftru£lion of 
Ifrael, was a punifhment upon that 
PEOPLE, for their forfaking the Lord 
God; fo, if they -themselves 
fhould perfift in difbelieving G(A 
they Jhould likewife ceafe - to be ^ 
people. 

Notwithflanding the foregoing pro 
phecy had been accomplifhed, fofa 
as related to the prefervation of J< 
rufalem and Judea, from fubjeftic 
to the confederated kings, yet, b 

can 
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* the latter had, by a lignal 
►ry, deftroyed many of the peo- 
of Judah by the fword, and 
2 captives of more, Ahaz was 
only unthankful for God's pro- 
on, but even exafperated at his 
at ; and for that reafon, became 

more alienated from the Lord 
)vah, and more devoted than 
^ to the falfe Gods of the Hea- 
s. The Prophet is, therefore, 

to him again, as appears mod 
able,- at that time, to fee, whe- 

no proof whatfoever of God's 
*r, even one, that Ahaz himfelf 
Id deem moft ftupendous, could, 
n his obdurate heart, and teach 

him 
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him, who was the God, \ 
to believe, and in whom 1 
to truft* 

lo, ** Moreover, the Lo 
" again unto Ahaz,*' (i. e. ( 
the Prophet to fpeak to hii 

''faying;' 

11- '^ AJk for thyfelf i 
(i. e. a fign of thine own c 
for your own conviftion) * 
" Lord thy God^' (i. e. the 
Abraham, Ifaac, and of Jac 
God, who brought your fath 
figns and wonders, out of t 
of Egypt, — he who raifed i 
father David, and his houfe 
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• his people) ** ojk it, either in 
e depth, or in the height above." 
ofe, fays the Prophet, through - 

the whole extent of creation, 
;r in earth, or in heaven,— choofe 
[gn of God's power, the moll 
endous you can conceive, and 
:h you may even fancy impof- 

to be performed, yet, notwith- 
iing, it Ihall be granted you. 

I. " But, Ahaz /aid, I will not 
I, neither will I " 

i^hat, my brethren, can you fup- 
, is the clofe of a fentcncc, — 
:h has fo obftinate, — fo rebelliouj;, 
) hard-hearted, — and fo impious 

a 
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a beginning ? — In which, he 
even fo fcomfully rejefts the offi 
boon of an all-gradous God.-^^ 
you fay, with a late commenti 
** So folemn an offer daggered 
" doubting king, and he fhrunk I 
'* at the thought, of requiring 1 
" God himfelfj fo extreme a 
" of his veracity ?"-r-No. — You 
not fay this. — For then, Ahaz 
either have been inftantly conve 
only from this offer of a mir 
which we know from hiftory, i 
reverfe of the faft ;— or you 
even, — which God forbid, — an 
the Prophet, and the goodnei 
God, — in MAKING the offer, 
you, then, complete the fent( 
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iippofing, with the generality of 
mentatorsi and with our tranfla- 
themfelves, that Ahaz concluded 
anfwerj by faying, 

/ will not tempt the Lord?" 

his would be, to render the 
mce liable to the fame objeftions, 
:hc foregoing glofs, — It would 
to render it totally inconfiftent 
the charadier of the impious 
z, and only worthy of the lips 
(le holy David.— No, — the whole 
his anfwer was petfedly coniiil* 
with itfelf, and his own im- 
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** / will not a/k, neither wU 
" MAKE TRIAL* of the Lori 

A fentence^.whichy though it mal 
us fhudder at it's blafphemy, is he 
ever, the only ^one, which ecu 
come confiftently from the idolatn 
mouth of Ahaz. 

Can you then now wonder, 
brethren, that all former comni' 
tators, Ihould have intirely mifo 
ceived the whole intent of this p 
phecy, when every one of th 
has paffed over uncorrefted, fogi 
a mxftake in the tranflation ? 
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After this-' anfwer of the king's, 
ivhich fo fiilly< proclaimed the un- 
conquerable ftubbornnefs and impiety 
of his heart, it would have been 
in vain for the Prophet, to have 
Biid any thing more to Ahaz fingly^ 
he, therefore, addreffed himfelf to 
the whole houfe of David. 

13. *^ Hear ye now, 0' houfe of 
'* David r — Aroufing their attention 
to the great importance of what he 
was about to deliver, by the ear- 
fiefthefs and folemnity of the intro^ 
iu6lion. 

What follows,, then^ tins awful 
all? — Not furely, as our Englifh 
ranflators have rendered it ? 

P 2 « /i 
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" Is it a fmall thing for jnik 
" weary men, but will ym ^tav) Wj 
" Goi oLJo r 



For, can any one conceive any 
thing, to which the former part of 
this fentence can refer ? — Not to 
the Prophet Ifaiah, or the other 
Prophets, is evident. For they were 
only, as it were, the voice of God 
fpeaking to the people, and the de- 
claration of their wearinefs, there- 
fore, could not be feparated from 
that of God- 



The Prophet fays, however, no 
fuch thing. But, with the ftrifleft 

propriety^ 
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riety, in referenct to their late 
at,-~to what Ahaz had juft faid^ 
id likewife, to that ftupendous 
.cle, the Prophet was about to 
tell, — he (ays. 

Do you not find it a difficult 
ing to contend for viBory with 
en ?* — how, then, and by xvhat 
eans, are you to contend againfi 
ad.** 

'he Prophet, then, rapt into fu- 
ty, and the continued hardnefs 
their hearts being laid open to 

him. 



* TLupf%5iv «7«v«. 
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him, even to the latter times ; teUl 
them, fince through their impi<^ 
they will not accept God's offer rf 
mercy, in afking for a fign, ^^ theLiri 
'^ him/elf," (vrithout the inftnuncfr 
tality of a Prophet, or^ any other. 
man) 

** Shall give you, a Jign"^ 

** Lo ! — The virgin Jhalt cm' 
" ceivCy and bring forth a Jon^ od 
" thoii^ virgin^ Jhalt call his nsm 
** Emanuel^, or God with us!" 

He then proc-eeds to afcertain, 
the exaB period of his birth, with 

a 
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.. minuUnefs, no where elje recorded 
[^ fcripture^ not even in the famous 
KEOphecy, that the fceptre ihall not 
Impart from Judah, 'till Shiloh come^ 
lor even in the iiluftrious prophecy 
rf Daniel's feventy weeks; — and 
^loncludes, — not without a sign of 
their deliverance from any pre- 
fcnt, much apprehended danger; — 
bat, with a prophecy, and a fign 
of the lofe of their empire, and 
the confequent defolation of their 
land. Denouncing, throughout the 
vhole of the remaining part of the 
chapter, the vengeance of God againft 
■their crimen. 

Such 
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Such is the outline of this n 
ftupendous prophecy. — ^Everypar 
which^ I pledge myfelf^ to devek 
and explain to you, in my r 
Ledurc, verfe by verfe. In 1 
a manner, I hope, as will proc 
in your minds, the fuUeft convid 
that my interpretation contains 
true meaning of the Prophet; 
even with fuch ftrength of evide 
as, I truft, will in future, flop 
mouths even of Infidels, and 
to filence the tongues of wi 
men. 

May God be pleafed fo to vc 
fafe his grace, that what I ha\ 
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f, may have it's due efFeft upon 
e hearts and minds, of all, who 
iar me, through Jefus Chrift our 
ord! 



LECTURE II. 



( 1^ ) 

E C T U R E II. 



S a fortnight has unavoidably 
^ elapfed, fince I gave you the 
lines of my interpretation of this 
ch agitated, and, as it appears ta 
, much miftaken, though moft 
lortant prophecy of Ifaiah, refer- 
to by the Evangelift St. Matthew, 
)prehend, that with the explanation 
he paffage I am now about to give, 
capitulation of fome part of what 
lave before obferved, may not' 
tedious to any of you to hear, 

may be even neceflary for the 
Q a gene- 
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generality of you to receive, to en- 
able you to underlland what is 14 
follow. 

Firft. Then, I ftand pledged to 
you, not to avail myfelf of any 

TYPICAL, or SECONDARY APPLICA- 
TION of the prophecy, to ourblcf- 
fed Saviour; but, am engaged to 
you, to fhow, that it was Litti- 

ALLY, or PRIMARILY, and ULTI- 
MATELY fulfilled in him. 

Secondly. I have already fliovn 
you, that the context of the Pro- 
phet, doth not at all authorife us 
to conclude, that this prediSion, 
concerning the birth of the Ema- 
nuel, 
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':l, was delivered at the fame 
iure of time with the foregoing 
3hccy; which both foretells the 
exvation of Jerufalem and Judea, 
a fubjedion to the confederated 
r$, and the annihilation of Ephra- 
as a feparate people ;-*-but, that 
hiftory of Ahaz altogether coun- 
inces the very reverfe of this 
pofition* 

'hirdly. I have pointed out to 
, that whether you confider the 
eluding declaration of the Pro- 
t, in his firft addrefs to the 
fe of Diavid, to mean, either^ 
if they did not believe, they 
lid not underjland, or, that if 

they 
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they did not believe, they Jhould ut 

CONTINUE TO BE A peOpUi^\^ 

tranflations give a fanftion to tht 
interpretation I mean to propofc. 
For, if you prefer the former, then 
none of the interpretations, wkich 
former commentators have given of 
the latter prophecy,, can be tnic; 
becaufe, they all concur in fuppo% 
the SAME event is foretold in it» 
which, the Jews thcmfelves imagineA 
Or, if you make choice of the lat- 
ter; — then, it feems reafonable to 
fuppofc, after the houfe of David 
had fhown an intire* diftruft of the 
Lord Jeliovah, and a total derelic- 
tion of his fervice, that the latter 
prophecy Ihould be a denunciation 

of 
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of the ruin and deftru&ion which 
^ould befal them likewife, as a 
people, as well as the people of 
•Ephraim, or Israel; — the diffo- 
iution and deftru6lion of whom, as 
a nation, the Prophet had before 
predided. 

Fourthly. 1 have proved, that 
the Prophet's command to Ahaz, to 
alk a SIGN, and his fubfequent de- 
claration, that God himfelf would 
^ve a fign, by no means authorifes 
the fuppolition, that the fign com- 
nianded, or the fign given, was in- 
tended as a confirmation, either of 
^he foregoing, or of the fubfequent 
prophecy. But, that the Prophet's 

meaning 
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meaning wa^' as is evident froa 
other fimilar expreffions in fcripdn^ 
to defire Ahaz, to alk God for I 
miracle, and in confequence of li 
refufal, to declare the miracle, \f\aA 
God would afterwards perfonn. 



Fifthly. I have colleaed, and 
refuted, the general •principu*i 
upon which, the interpretations of 
all former commentators, were built 

Sixthly. By confidering, what was 
evidently the defign of the Prophet, 
in bidding Ahaz to afk a fign, and 
delineating to you, the ftate of Ahaz'« 
own mind, and of his people, I have 
ihown, how extremely miftaken, all 

former 
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>rmer commentators were, in ad- 
litting the common tranflation of 
ic one verfe, which contains 
..haz's refufal; and of the other, 
Inch contains the Prophet's anfwer 
> it, which he addreffed to the 
hole houfe of David. And,^ as the 
anflation of both verfes is equally 
rong, whether any of their inter- 
tetations, or my own, be admitted, 
:iis furely affords no flight prefump- 
lon, that they did not give all the 
ttention to the interpretation of this 
iluftrious prophecy, which it's vaft 
naportance demands. 

And here I muft beg leave, flill 

urther to remark, that the obfer- 

R vation 
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vation which I have before made 
concerning the different times, J 
which the prophecy, relative to d 
pr^fervation of Jerufalem ; and tt 
in refpcQ: to the birth of Emani 
were delivered; and the affertk 
that the one was not intended, 
the confirmation of the other; 
by no means adduced, merely 
deftroy the comments of former 
terpreters, and to cftablifh my o^ 
For, if the contrary fuppofitions co 
be admitted, they would as \ 
quadrate with my interpretation, 
^vith any of theirs. 

fint, I come now to ment 

^^^ fuppofltion, UNIVERSAL 
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ide by the foregoing commentators, 
lich is indeed, I muft confefs, To 
r from being compatible with my 
terpretation, that they are diame- 
ically oppofite, and totally repug- 
intto each other. It is indeed, 
e very center, upon which, the 
hole interpret^ition turns. It is 
lat, which has, I believe, ultimately 
vcn birth,, to all the inconfifteneies 
id incongruities, which I have al- 
ady pointed out, in the interprc- 
tions given by other writers; and 
ough fuch inconfiftencies and in- 
•ngruities furnifti no abfolute proof, 
at the fuppofition itfelf is wrong.; 
•yet, thus much at leaft they evince, 

that 

R2 
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that if THAT be right, the infcren 
from it, muft have been very ilk 
cally deduced. 

It is time, however, that 1 flio 
now point out to you the fuppofit 
itfelf, without further preface. I 
the following. 

Commentators found, that the cb 
ter began with the relation of 
TWO kings of Syria and Ifrael, c( 
ing up in confederacy, againft Je 
falem. They faw, likewife, that 
prophecy, relative to the prefei 
tion of Jerufalem, foretold, the fi 
trating the defigns, and the del 
of the intentions of ihoje kings 
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I the fourteenth verfe of the fame 
lapter, they likewife found two 
iNG^ mentioned^ though unaccom- 
uii'ed with any declaration, that 
HEY were alfo the kings of Syria 
id of Ifrael. But looking into the 
iginning of the next chapter, there 
ley faw a prediftion, — that, before 
it Prophet's child, not then born, 
lould be able to call, my father 
id my mother, — the power of the 
iNGs of Syria, and the fpoils of 
ic KING of Samaria^ or Israel, 
iould be taken away by the king 
f Aflyria. 

AU the commentators, therefore^ 
hether Chriftian, or Jewish, feem 

to 
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to have concluded it; to be M 
tixrely twidcnt, — that the kings i«^ 
mentioned, without any particular df 
cumftances to identify, them, (ont 
on account of the mention of 
child in both places ) muft be th 
SAME, with thofe, which in the pn 
ceding and fubfequent paflages, ai 
PARTICULARLY defcribcd. Tk 
having, then, once embraced ^ 
fuppofition, all the other fuppofition 
—of the Prophet's continuation of tl 
one and the fame addrefs, — andtl 
notion of the one prophecy beii 
only a declaration, — and the otb 
a confirmation of it by a figD) 
and the opinion of other coramc 
tators, — that the latter prophecy, cc 

lift 
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led of two feparate and diftinft 
jts, — really arofe ; and not, as 
me might imagine, that these 
Lve birth to the other. 

But furdy, had the commentators 
ore maturely confidered the dig- 
ty of the prophecy, and the ac- 
iftomed manner of the Prophet, 
ley would rather have deduced an 
iferenee direftly the reverfe. For, 
pon their fuppofition, they made 
»e Prophet predift the fame event 
>^ice, almoft at the fame inftant of 
ttie. An event, too, neither very 
f^gular in it's nature, nor yet very 
f^portant in it's confequences. For, 
^e TWO KINGS might both be flain, 

and 
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and their riches and fpoils ca 
to Affyria, without any fecurii 
the country of Judea. Nay, bet 
the delivery of thefe two proph< 
which are thu^ fuppofed to 1 
to the SAME event, the Pn 
had predicted, that the evils, \ 
would befal Judea, would arife 
the KING of Assyria, not 
the KINGS of Syria an( 
Israel, 

But, why fhould I waftc 
time, by advancing arguments 
prove the improbability of 
learned authors' fuppofition, 
DEMONSTRATIONS are fo obvioi 
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total irreconcileablenefs with all 
Prophet's context, both preceding, 
fubfequent. 

.et us, then, once more give 
attention to the prophecy it- 



3. " And he /aid. Do yon not 
nd it a hard thing to contend 
)ith (or, to ftruggle againft) men ? 
Jaw then can you contend with (or 
truggle againtt) God?" 

4. ** The Lord *himfelf, there/ore^ 
vill give you ajign. — Lo ! the virgin 
Tiall conceive, and bring forth a 

S '\fon : 
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** fon : and thou, virgin, 

*^ call his name Emarmclj or God wiik 

" iLsr 



Firft, if there was any conneftioB 
at all^ in the mind of the Prophet, 
between the two verfes, juft now 
read to you ; — and to fuppofe there 
was not, would be a fiippofition, 
which would not lefs refled upon 
the Prophet, than on the commen- 
tator who made it ; — it is abundantly 
evident, what that conncftion was. 
It could be to all human appear- 
ance, *K>thing clfe, but this. Will 
you, therefore, -when this miraculous 
perfon come^ — this Emanuel, — thi« 
God with us, — will you then con- 
tend 
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md with HIM3 as you do now with 
t E It £ . M £ N ; and difregard and 
Ubelteyt him^ as you do now the 
rophets fent to you from God« 

Secondly. It is evident, as I have 
lown^. from the Gofjpels, that this 
cedifiion of the miraculoua' birtli 
f Emanuel,. or> God with us^. 
W literally, primarily, and completely 
uifilled in j£st;s. For> it is not 
^lAy manifeft, upon an accurate in^ 
'^gation, that it was not liter- 
uly fulfilled in any one else; 
>ut likewife, it is evident, that it 
^ not even a typical fulfilment 
n the time of Ahaz, though num- 
>cr« have, notwithftanding, fuppofed 
S 2 it«. 
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it. If any will flill maintain it had, 
let them then point out the chili 
Not a child, — I do not a& that,- 
wha was born of one^ who wai 
STILL a virgin, — becaufe, this ii 
evidently an impoffibility. But one, 
— to whom only, — the name rf 
£manu£l, or, God with us,— 
could, in ANY SENSE, be applied. 

In anfwer to this demand, no 
one, I apprehend, will now be guilt)' 
of the grofs anachronifra, of fup- 
pofing, that Hezekiah was that 
child :— nor Shearjashub, i. e. I 
(wppok,** a remnant Jhall hE saved*" 
for the fame reafon. We Ihall be 
referred then, if any attempt be niade> 

I 
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mjefture, as we fo often have 
I already, to the next chapter, 
in anfwer. — But what do we find 
t ? — The birth indeed of a child 
le Prophet, by one, whofe mo- 

wAs a VIRGIN, at the time 
he delivery of the prophecy ; — 
the fign for which he was given, 
xprefsly declared, viz. ** the 
under of Damafcus, and the fpoil 
F Samaria. " Accordingly, his 
e is chofen, on purpofe to fig- 
, this intention of his birth.— 
is Maher-Jkalal 'ha/k'baz^ which 

pertinently denotes, "making 

•EED TO THE SPOIL."' But, 
t TYPE, or RESEMBLANCE, in 
URE, OFFICE, CHARACTER, Or 

eveDw 
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even, in name, does hb b( 
Emanuel, or God wit.H us 
was neither miraculouily, nor i 
other manner, the avenger c 
crimes of Ifrael, or of Syrij 
the proteftor,. nor law-giver of 
But, if SUCH an one can be 
iidered as the type of the 
nuel; there can not be a ( 
or an event, in the OldTeft 
which ought not to be eqm 
mitted, as a type of fome j 
or event, in the Gofpels. ] 
dare challenge any one to pr 
from the moft myjlical wrii 
type, fo far remote from plauf 
and fo totally deftitute of 
blance, as this. — ^But befides. 
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• event, or perfon, can "poflibly 

admitted to be a type of an- 

er event, or perfon, between 

ch, there is not a Jlrongy Jlrik- 

and obvious fimilitude ; as there 

not the Itajl refemblance between 

circumftances, attendant upon 

birth of any child of the Pro- 

t, and thofe which accompanied 

birth of Chrift ; nor between 

nature, offices, or pcrfons, of 

cr of his fons, and thofe of the 

r Jefus ; it is impojfible that ei- 

' of the former can be admitted 

)e a TYPE of the latter. 

far, therefore, was this pro- 
try from being literally^ or even 

typically 
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typically fulfilled, in the time ol 
or only applied, by accom 
TioN, to Jefus Chrift, — or e 
a fecondary fenfe only^ accoir 
in HIM, — that it was not in oS 
wer, or in any j^art, fulfilled 
time. 

Thirdly. If -zmy commc 
will perfift in confidering th 
phecy, not merely as the decl 
of a miracle, which was in 
times to be wrought, but iha 
intended likewife, as a siG>y 
truth of fome other event, 
had been already, or was ii 
ately after to be foretold ; 
manifeft, from the Prophet's 
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duBion of the prediftion, that ei- 
ther the miraculous birth of the 
child, or fome other circumftance 
clofely conneded with it, and rela- 
tive to him, — or at leaft thefe cir- 
cumftances united, — could alone 
be, the sign intended. 

Fourthly. It follows, then, indif- 
putably, from the very nature of 
a SIGN, that the event, of which, 
Ais part of the predifclion was to 
be a Jign^ muft be fubfequent in it's 
occurrence, to that event, which 
^as intended for it's fign. And 
<^onfequently therefore, that no event, 
^hich was afterwards predicted in 
^he fame prophecy, if it were, in 
T point 
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point of time, to precede the i 
culous birth of the child, &€. ( 
poffijbly be the event, thus fign 
Neither, for the fame reafon, ( 
any event, foretold in the fc 
prophecy, which had either then 
peried, as moft probably, the 
fervation of Jerufalem, from 
kings of Syria and of Ifrael h< 
nor the one, which was foo 
happen^ many hundred years 1: 
the exiftence of the fign, — viz 
extinftion of Ephraim as a p 
—could xiTHER of them pc 
be, the event pre-fignified. 

Thefc confequences, vvhich I 
drawn from the yerfcs, jult 
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Rid to you, are thus far at leaft, 

9$ dear as any geometrical demon- 

f ftration. And, therefore, they forjn 

[ an INDISPUTABLE PROOF, that the 

KlNG^ A^flNTIOKED IN THE STIX- 
TtliiTH V£RS£^ CANNOT POSSIBLY 
IE THt KINGS OF SyRIA AND OF 

I^RA^L, a^ all the commentators- 
bppofe. And if it he admitted, 
that tjbe miracle predi6:Qd, was not 
intended a^ a fign of any othe^. 

EVENT fHERE FORETOLD; then,, 
it i» INTUITIVELY EVIDENT, that, 

ALL THE EVENTS prediftcd, as. 

l>eillg CONSEQUENT of the MIRA- 
CULOUS BIRTH OF THE CHILD> 
^ULP NOT BE EVENTS, vbicb, 

T a- were 
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were soon to happen, but, weii 

to be SUBSEQUENT TO THAI 
BIRTH. 

Fifthly. If, on the contrary, the 
miracle foretold, was, when wrought, 
TO BE a SIGN, likewife, of soms 

OTHER event; THERE IS NO 

OTHER FORETOLD in thc PRECI- 

DING prophecy, to which, it ifas 
PRIOR; and therefore, of which, 
it could be a SIGN ; but, thai 

" JUDAH SHOULD NO MORE THAH 

" EpHRAIM, CONTINUE A PEOPL^i 

It 
** IF THEY DID NOT BELIEVE. 

So likewife, if it was intended as » 
SIGN of ANY EVENT to Judah, intbc 
LATTER prophecy, it muft neceffarily 

be 
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be ONE, at lead like that, which 
did not happen, 'till after the 
BIRTH of the Emanuel. 

From hence, then, it neceflarily 
follows, that no pofflble defence, can 
be left to Jewifh, or Gentile Infi- 
dels, but at once, boldly to deny, 
that it was a prophecy ; — and to main- 
tain, that by fome pious fraud, 
of some Christian or other, 

THEY KNOW NOT WHOM, NOR 

WHEN, it was inferted in every one 
of the copies of the Prophecies of 
Ifaiah; — and that the firft chapter 
of St. Matthew, and fome chapters 
in St. Luke, were forged, by the 
fiAME UNKOWN PERSONS, and at 

the 
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tte SAME UNKNOWN TIME, 

purpofe to confirm it. Such an 
nion, can not £ail of gaininj 
many profelytes, as there are i 
who axe intirely deftiujtje of tiacM 
and totally incapat^le of reafoni 

But tbey who have too much c 
vated theif jnk)ds, io |>e capabi 
reli&ing fiich abfurdities, muft tl 
fore confefs, that this is a 
PHECY, which was literally 
COMPLETELY fulfilled in Jz 
Christ ; and is neither typica 
nor in any otheb. s^nse a 
cable to any otjmer per 
whatfoever. 
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Bat it is iKjw time to pafs to the 
fteemh verfe : 



** Butter and kcney Jhall he eat^ 
' that kc may know to refufe- the evil, 
' and choafe the good/' 

Whatever may be the precife 
tieaning, of this verfe, thu» much 
It leaft is evident beyond difpute ; 
that it can not have reference 
to ANY OTHER pcrfon, than to 
the child, whofe miraculous power, 
and divine nature, are foretold in 
Ac verfe immmediately preceding. 

TKIS is the ONLY ANTECEDENT, 

^^ which, the relative can pos- 
sibly REF£R> 

The 
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The late very elegant anc 
tranflator of Ifaiah, whom 
often before mentioned, 
and corroborating the opini 
learned friend, has, with mi 
neftnefs, objcfted to the [ 
received tranflations of thi 
** THAT Jie may hiow^" or 
** he may know ;" and pro; 
exchange thcfe conjunftions 
other, which, he thinks, cle 
moves all objeflions. 

As his objeftion to the ex 
"till he may know^' is 
founded upon the fuppofiti 
the folloxving verfc, conta 
XKASON for the alfcrtion, 
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fe now under confideration, and 

t it foretells a very different 

:nt, from what it appears to me 

do, — I fhall not take up your 

le, in examining his Lordfhip's 

eftions to that conjunftion. But 

authority I fliali produce, for 

adoption of another conjunftion, 

1 be in itfelf, both fufficient to 

afide this, and to render any 

unination of the Bilhop's obfer- 

ion5 unneceffary^ 

The objeftion made to the other ^ 
THAT he may know,'* if well 
nded, mud certainly be allowed 
render it totally inadmiffible! — 
r, it is afferted, ^* that the verfe, 
U " thus 
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" thus rendered, has no mtmn^ £ 
" all:' And it is aflced; with w» , 
flight figns of an aflured vifton',-^ " 
*' What fenfe is there in aflerilnj 
" that a child Ihall eat butter and 
** honc)', THAT' he may know to 
" refufe the evil, and choofe tlic 
" good ? — Is there any fuch cffeft 
'* in this food ? — Surely no 1" 

It will undoubtedly, be readily 
granted the learned commentators, 
that there is no abfolutely neccffary 
Conneftion, between any certain par- 
ticular fpecies of food, and the 
operations of the understandin'^i 
and the will. And yet, that fuch 
food, as is bcft fitted to ftrengthen 

the 
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2 bocly> isftherefoi:e mediately mott 
ely, ito give vigour to the .mindy 
fp .co?imion an opinion, fuppofed 
Jbe fpunded upon e^^perience, that 
leiftil it Js not to be .rejected,, 
tbout prpof; nor reprobated at 
ice, 4s i2L manifeft abfurdity. If, 
eirqfore;, ^butter .and .bpney yierc 
eemcd ,^ Sood .oi thia kind> fui table 
infants, as in a country fertile 
thofe commodities, it undoubtedly 
igbt ; the common tr^ndation of 
is .verf<?, was not altogether de- 
rvijig of .the contempt, with which 
.is .ti:Qated. 

Other reafons, indeed, are.aflignqd 

^ .the learned commentary, wJiy, 

U 2 the 
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the child could not be fed vi 
butter and honey^ in a ftate 
infancy. *' Becaufe, as thefe artic 
" of food, were efteemed delicac 
" in the Eaft, and they could 
** be procured in a time of plei 
** the land of Judea therefore, cc 
** not at THAT TIME fumlfli di 
** becaufe it was then harraffed 
" it's enemies/' 

In anfwer to this objeftionj 
the ftrength of which, fo much • 
fidence feems to have been pla 
I might, with feme other comi 
tators, content myfelf with obfen 
that towards the conclufion of 
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^pter, it is predifted, thai 
'•^^ Articles of food shall 

^^^NTIFUL on THIS VERY 

:co\J^Y^ — b^cauje^ the land would 

e ^^SOLATE. 

But, as I mull confefs, that though 
Ws faft here predifted, has fome 
iH)earance of an argument againft 
he objeftion ; yet, when maturely 
'eighed, it is in reality, no anfwer 
) it, — I can not pofBbly adopt fuch 
reply. For, though a fertile country 
lay afford plenty to the remnant 
ft in it, when the greater part of 
s former inhabitants is carried away, 

by no means follows, that it can 
ford plenty to it's inhabitants, wheh 

(as. 
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(as in the cafe fuppofed) JUi.-cna 
army was in the country, beGc;9l|l 
the metropolis. 



But, in anfwer to this objcflioirj 
I muft, in the firft place, take tie' 
liberty of alking;— rof what xiM^ 
is the commentator fpeaking?— Hi 
Avho was to be fed with butter ani 
honey, could be no other, tbanlk 
Emanuel, — ^who was not to be.bor^j 
'till many hundred years afterwards* 
What, therefore, had the ftate of 
the land of Judea, in the Profhit^ 
tii/ie, to do with it at the birth » 
the Emanuel ? — The above ob- 
fervations, then, however juft they 
may be in themfclves,. can not fur* 
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iffi- atiy oBjefition to- the commons 
endering of' this verfe: But, on 
be contrary, the objeftion muft pre- 
Uppole a DIFFERENT child to be 
pbken of in this verfe, from that 
i the former. A fuppofition, which, 
I am forry I am obliged to fay, 
fiiiUtates not more againft every ra- 
rtonal dfedaftion, than againft every 
grammatical conftr uftion . 

. As, therefore, the offered emen- 
latibn of the tranflation, is built 
ipon this inadrniffible fuppofition, it 
ar fufficient, barely to mention it. 

* Butter and honey Jhail he eat^ when 

* he J/iall, t?c." i. e. when he is 
>ecome a man, ^ or fliall be at leaft 

paft 
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paft his infancy. But, admitting I: 
ter and honey to be figns of pla 
" how can this, (as a late ingeni 
** commentator* has juftly obfen 
** be applicable to our Saviour, 
** cording to the accounts given 
^* him, in the Gofpels." Certai 
it can be by no means applied 
him, in his maturer years, wl 
according to his own expreffion, 
*' had not xvhere to lay his head 

As it is however evident, f 
what I have juft faid, that 
learned tranflator could not poll 
mean to apply it to the di 

Jefuj 

* Mr. POSTLETHWAITE. 
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fiis;— he was not under the ne- 
[fity of fiiowing, how it accorded 
Lh the circumftanccs of his life. 
It we can not forbear to lament. 
It fo elegant and well-furniihed a 
nd as the Bifhop's^ (hould be fo 
xious, in the conclulion of his 
marks upon this famous prophecy, 
perfuade his readers, that Ifaiah ' 
^ant it, as a dired: and literal pre- 
Eiion of our Saviour, and yet, 
at he Ihould not, in the courfe of 
s explanation, have adduced a fin- 
c argument, to convince them of 
le truth of it. Though, therefore, 
le Biihop does not^ yet, as the in- 
enious commentator before-mention- 
i himfelf docs apply this fafl: to 
X our 
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our Saviour, not indeed in hij 
hood, but in his infancy ; i 
therefore incumbent upon hi 
have fhown, that thefe articl 
food do NOT imply a ftate of { 
For, if they do, the fuppofitioi 
according to the account ii 
Gofpels, equally militate agair 
own interpretation. Though I 
neglefted to difprove this fuppc 
(for what he has faid, is fc 
means fufficient for that pu 
it eafily admits of a refutati 
And therefore, fecondly, to 
that the objeftion itfelf is altoj 
without force, I fhall provCj 
xhe pofition it contains, is not tr 
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This obje6iion, as well as the 
w tranflation, was originally taken 
)m Mr. Harmer's " Observa- 
tions OH DIVERS PASSAGES OF 

Scripture^ &c." — A work, by 
lich, the learned, and worthy au- 
3r has done much fervice to the 
)rld. But, as it's greateft utility 
nfifts, in the colleftion he has 
ide, of the manners, produce, 
ftoms, &c. of the Eaft, from the 
rrations of various travellers ; — 
t value of the book will not be 
paired, if it's author be wrong in 
is point ; which is rather to be 
nfidered, as an inference from 
[ler fafts, than advanced by him, 
a faft itfclf. 

X 2 He. 
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He exprefles himfelf furprifed, tbat 
fo celebrated an author^ as Altinf^ 
ihould imagine thefe words of tte 
Prophet^ '' Butter and honey JJuM k 
" eat, (3c" are expreffive of a ftitc 
poverty: as Vitringa,* in his coo* 
mentary, aflures us, he did. " Tte 
« Old Teftament (he fays) fo of» 
'^ fpeaks of honey and milk, as 

^ embim 



♦ The learned Mr. Blany, maintaini lib- 
wife the fame opinion. But furely, John the Bip- 
tift*s diet, teaches us what were the fpecies of food, 
in a (late of great poverty, or feafons of grti^ 
hardfliip, and difliefs, viz. locusts and wiio 
HONEY. Though Mr. Harmer cndeavonnit 
fhow, that there was not even any exceflive rigour or 
auflerity in John's diet. But how he can reconcile the 
two propofitions with each other, he has not at- 
tempted to explain.. 
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embkms of plenty, and the con^ 
nexioa between butter and milk 
is fo obvious^ that few, he be- 
lieves^ have embraced this opi- 
nion."^ He then ioforms us, ftiil 
Hither to refute Alting, and fup- 
ort his own opinion, that, ^ butter 
' and honey is an exquiiite break- 
^ faft among the Arabs, and pre- 
• Tented to princes they would ho- 
' nour with great diJiinSion ; confe- 
' quently, nothing is more untoward 
' than the thought of Alting." 

Now, though I by no means in- 
end to defend the opinion of Al- 
ing, that thefe articles of food are 
iver ufed in Scripture,, as emblems 

o£ 
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of a ftate of poverty; andthoujjt 
(as I have before obferved) intk 
latter part of this very chapter of 
Ifaiah, the country of Judea is ie- 
fcribed^ as affording a plenty of iM^ 
to thofe few who remain^ after tlie|( 
reft are flain^ or taken captive i^^ 
yet, I muft obferve, that in the 
paffages alluded to by Mr. Hamfft 
milk and honey are not ufed » 
emblems of the riches of the ip 
habitanh^ or at all given as pro(A 
of their abounding in delicacies r" 
but only, as fuch proofs of the Jcr* 
tiliiy of the foil, as would fecurc 
them frc>m the famine, they muft have 
fuflained in tlie wilderncfs, had they 
not been miraculoufly fupported.- 

This 
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$ will be evident to any one, 

will take the trouble of com- 

rig, Jofhua^ v. 5. — ^with Genefis, 

. 11. — Deuterenomy, viii. 8. — 

ii. 13. — 2 Samuel^ xvii. 5^9.— 

Ihronicles, xxxi. 5, — ( though 

y other paiTages might be cited) 

will prove ftill farther, that they 

z by no means delicacies, but 

' the moR common articles of 

I. In a mere pafturage ftate, 

may indeed be the beft arti- 

of food, which can be procured, 

the eating them together, may 

efteemed a luxury, 

he fame, likewife, may be the 
, in a wandering (late, like that 

of 
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of the wild Arabs. But, thefedl 
cumftances, by no means 
any one to infer^ that thii 
likewife the cafe in Judea. 
on the contrary, the diffimiiaiitjfi 
the condition, and pofleffions of 
inhabitants of the two coui 
authoriftl us to draw, a diamco] 
cally oppofite conclufion. Ii 
from the pafiages he cites, it nif] 
not only be doubted^ but deoi4 
that they are articles of delica(j^ « 
luxury, even amongjl the Arabs. Fo^ 
though they might form the \sA 
elegant breakfajl^ yet that might be 
by no means, the mod cojlly ^ 
luxurious meal amongft them, any 
more than amongft us. And, \^ 

furprifcd 
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prifed fliould we be, to fee a 
eigner conclude, from what we 
luld fet before even a princely 
gft at that meal, — that butUr^ breads 
:. were the greatejl delicacies^ ei- 
ir our country produced, or our 
hes would enable us to import, 
s conclufion, likewife, tbat thefe 
icles of food, were not appropri- 
d to children, (if he has not de- 
ved himfelf by an equivoque) 
caufe they were ufed alfo by 
ople of riper years, can claim no 
tter fupport. For, what is more 
Dbable, from the experience of 
countries, than that fome fpecies 
diet, lh9uld be the common and 
6 food of children, which formed 
Y a 
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a part only of- the diet of men I 
And what could be fo naturally^ 
appropriated^ as milk and hoocf, 
in a country, which is charaScrif' 
tically defcribed, as flowing vidi 
ihem ? 

The new tranflation then, vhiA 
is propofed, of exchanging ** that,' 
for ** WHEN," is far from being 
authorifed, by any proof, that but- 
ter and honey, were not the ujd 
Jbod of children ; — or, that they yi^^ 
a food of Juch delicacy, that there 
was any (late of the country, ^ 
which, Judea could not furnilh them. 
Much lefs, therefore, would it follow, 
that there is any inconsequknce 

atteni^ 
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ds the declaration^ that the child 

to cat butter and honey, be- 

e, at the time of the delivery 

the prophecy, fuch was the (late 

the country, that it would not 

brd thofe articles of food. For, 

was not the ftate of the country, 

: the time of the delivery of 

he prophecy, but at the time of 

t's accomplishment; which, if 

t had even at all, could poffibly 

iave any relation to it. And to^ 

bppofe, that the prophecy was de*- 

ivered and completed, in the same 

bite of the country, is, to fuppofe^ 

fee moft manifeft contradiftion, viz. 

hat the child here fpoken of, was* 

fOT the Emmanuel. 

Y 2 Not 
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Not lefs evident is it, that tk 
INCONSEQUENCE olledgcd to follofp 
from the child's eating butter and 
honey, that he may know to re- 
fufe the evil, and choofe the 
does by no means apply. 



For, whatever may be 
to be the operation of thefe fpccics 
of food, in refpeft to common in- 
fants, it is certainly capable, not 
only of a meaning, but of a very 
great and important meaning too, 
when applied to the child, ot 
whom it is here fpoken. For, as 
I have juft now obferved, it is a* 
utter impossibility, that tbj 
child, fpoken of in this versi 

flioulc 
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uld be any other^ than the same 

• NDERFUL SON of the VIRGIN, 

he Emmanuel, or God- with 
foretold, in the foregoing. 
therefore, from the former verfe 
ne, mankind would have been 
uced to fuppofe^ that one fo mi- 
uloufly born, and poffefTed of fo 
ine a nature, would totally differ 
every refpefl, from the fons of 
n; it was in perfe6l conformity 
h the human nature he affumed, 
the Prophet to declare^ that he 
uld appear like a man,, and be 
irifhed by the fame food that 
er children are, that he might 
^e experience of the good and 
of human life. This is fo rati- 
onal. 
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ena]> and at the fame lime, 
vERii OLD an explanation of 
common tranflation^ that it is 
poflible to conceive^ it was unki 
to the learned conrnientators ; 
equally inconceivable, how it ( 
be rejeded, as having no meani 

But, though this common i 
pretation of thefe words, afford 
natural, obvious, and rational e 
nation of their meaning, and ii 
eafily defenfible againft every 
jeftion, and cv-en cavil whicl 
been thrown out againft them ; 
I muft confefs, I am rather in( 
to think, they ftill admit of 

OTHER INTERPRETATION, 1 
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d to the figurative ftyle of the 
ihet, and the nature and fubli- 
of the fubjeft. I can not 
ear to think, that the Prophet 
not here mean to defcribc iite- 
, the food of the infant, and 
i thence infer his acquifition of 
A^ledge, in the common way of 
r children ; — but, to denote his 
"•natural knowledge, wifdom, and 
tfufs of Jpeech, even before his 
iral at that age, in which^ the 
mon degrees of knowledge and 
cm, are ufually acquired by ob- 
ation and experience. 

ew fimilitudes, are more com- 
1^ in the books of the Old 

Teftament, 
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Teftament, than the comparing wis- 
dom, ELOQUENCE, and SWEETNIJI 
of SPEECH, to BUTTER and HONEY. 

Thus, 1 Samuel, xiv. 19. and tkc 
following verfes, " Jonathans eyes 
(are faid) "to be enlightened, 
** by tafting a little honey, when he 
" was faint and weary." So like- 
wife. Proverbs, xxiv. 13. 14. "My 
" fon, eat thou honey ; for honey- 
*^ comb is good, fo that thy palate 
" may be fweetened : — Thus (hall 
" thy foul learn wifdom ; for if thou 
" find it, thy end (hall be good, 
(or right) " and thy expeftation 
" fliall not be cut off. " Again, 
Proverbs, xvi. 20. to 24. "Good 
" doftrincs are an honey -comb, the 

" fwcctncfs 
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^eetnefs and health of the foul/* 
L iv. 11. ** Thy lips, O my 
oufe, drop as the honey-comb ; 
mey and milk are under thy 
ngue." 

rom thcfe, then, and a variety 
other paffages which might be 
:ed, it feems to me clear as de- 
iftration, that when the Prophet 
^ "Butter and honey fhall he 
AT, BEFORE (according to that 
^ft authority, the Septuagint) he 
Nows (i. e. as yvxvui often 
leans, before he has learned by 
icperience) cither to lay hold of 
vil, or to choofe good, *\ — he 
ns, that this child, this Emma- 
Z N u E L, 
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NU£L, this God w^th us 
not acquire knowledge in the 
mon mode of other childre 
ihall be endowed ^with Juptr 
wifdom and undcrjfandingj wh 
continue yet a child. 

This interpretation, which 
given, of the Prophet's words, 
confirmed by the event. For, tl 
diction, was undoubtedly full) 
pletcd, when the Emmanuel, 
yei a child, Itaid behind at Jen 
and Jofeph and his mother 1 
back, feeking him, "** found him 
^^ temple, fitting in the mi 
** the doftors, both hearing 
" and ( not alking, but ) 

** qi 
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^ queftions to them. And all that 
*• heard him, were aftonilhed at his 
** underftanding, and anfwers. And 
^*'when they- faw him^ they were 
^' amazed ; and. his mother faid unto 
" him. Son,, why haft thou thus 
'* dealt wkh us ? — behold ! — thy fa- 
'* ther and I have fought thee for-^ 
^ rowing. And he faid unto them, 
" How is it that ye fought me ? — 
'* Wift ye not that I muft be about 
" MY father's bufinefs ? And they 
^' underftood not the faying, whichr 
"he- fpoke. unto them/' 

If therefore, my- explanation o£ 

thefe words, be deemed as fatis-» 

faftory by others, as it is convinc- 

2:2 i^_ 
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ing to me, all the cbjeaions of 
Mr. Harmer, Dr. Jubb, andBilhop 
Lowth, vinifh at once, and cva 
a new reafon occurs, why thrir 
fubftitution of ''when" for "that, 
can not be admitted. For, that 
alteration is founded upon the idea, 
that the eating butter and honcjf 
was fuhfequent to the knowledge of 
good and evil. But the Septuagint, 
whether it is to be taken literally 
or metaphorically, fays exprefsly, it 
was prior to the child's experience 
of good and evil ; and therefore, 
as the learned Bifhop allows, thai 
the Septuagint is the best autho- 
rity FOR DEVIATING FROM THE 

Hebrew, 
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Kebrew, his propofed alteration is^ 
Prom his own conceflions, totally 
tnadmiffible. 

This interpretation, likewife, if 
adopted, will afford another incon- 
trovertible proof, that the verfe could 
not poflibly have relation to any 
ONE, but, our Saviour Jesus 
Christ; and it contains another 
PROPHECY, in relation to him, which 
is fliown in the Gofpels, to have 
been fully accomplished. 

Convinced as I am, that this is 
the TRUE interpretation, I Ihall 
not, however, prefs it further upon 
others. Having already fliown, the 

objcdions 
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objedions which fome have noftl 
to another, which has been 
and commonly received, are to 
groundlefs ; — I Ihall not, by wfl 
further arguments^ attempt to invt-j 
lidate it. But, having ftated b(A| 
I leave the choice to your deter- 
mination. 

According to the one> you will 
underftand the Prophet, as foretelling 
that the Emmanuel would be fed 
with the common food of infant^ 
before he knew to refufe the evil, 
or choofe the good. — According to 
the other, you will underftand hini) 
as prcdifting, that the Emmanuel 
fliould be endowed, as we find in 

fatl 



LrE C T U R E IL 185 

i€l he was, with supernatural 
visDOM and understanding, 
IE FORE he was arrived at that age 
n human life, when the ufual por- 
ions of them are attained, by in- 
lru£iion and application. 

Which foevcr of the interpretations 
)f the' former verfe, be adopted. 
It is evident from the context of 
he Prophet, ; that whoever was 
the child intended in that, the fame 
muft '"be meant, in the fucceeding 
verfe. 

16. " -For, before the child 
^^ Jhall know to re/vfe the evil, and 
" to choofc the goody the land which 

« thou 
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'' thou abhorreft, (hall be for(akri| 
" of both her kings." 

This is manifeftly faid of soul 
child BEFORE fpoken of; and tf 
none but one has been mentioBcd 
in the prophecy, — the Emmanuel, 
or God with us, — this, likewifci 
muft refer to him. For, firft, hit 
miraculous birth was the fubjcft 
of the fourteenth verfe. Secondly. 
The circumftance relative to his in- 
fancy, — of HIS, i. e. the EinmaraicU 
eating butter and honey\ (whatever be 
it's meaning) before he Jhall know to 
refufe the evil, and choofe the gooit 
— is the fubjeO: of the fifteenth verfe. 
Tlien follows, in the fixteenth verfC) 

the 
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lie mention of another event, which 
^as to happen, before the child's 
nfancy Ihould expire, defcribed by 
he fame periphrafis, as in the pre- 
:eding verfes, of not knowing, or 
laving experience to refufe evil, or 
choofe good. And, as if the 
i^rophet had endeavoured to prevent 
11 doubt, he ufes that very definitive 
trticle, which, a writer might have 
imitted, without much inaccuracy, 
--when he intended only to affert 
bmething concerning a child, who 
lad been twice before mentioned^ — . 
3ut to infert which, would have 
3een the greateft inaccuracy, if he 
bad not intended, that some one 
PARTICULAR child (hould be em- 

A a PIIATICALLY 
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PHATicALLY denoted. It foDo 
then^ one would think incontrih| 
vertibly, that the child, 
tioned in the fixtecnth verfe, cM 
not confiftently with any nilc flfl 
criticifm, be any other, than he, 
who is mentioned in both the pre- 
ceding verfes. 

Manifeft, however, as this is, cvea 
fo felf-evidcnt, that one would think, 
the moft fuperficial reader can not 
miftake it, and that I muft deferv'C 
and incur cenfure, for having ufed 
fo many words to afcertain it;— 
yet, — many, — fhall I only fay ?— nOi 
— I muft fay, — a l l the commen- 
tators,— notwithftanding their exten- 

five 
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e learnings various ingenuity, and 
wearied labours, have invariably 
erpreted this verfe, as fpeaking 
a different child from the two 
•egoing verfes. 

What, then, could be the caufe 

fo univerfal a miftake ? — Did a 

Iden blindnefs or infatuation feize 

K)n them all, when they fhould 

ve confidercd this particular paf- 

je, who were all of them learned, 

id many of them, at other times, 

:cecdingly quick-fighted, and faga- 

ous ? This fuppofition can not be 

lowed. — But there is a caufe, and 

very obvious one. — One, which 

fo continually prefenting itfclf to 

A a 2 us. 
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uSf whenever we turn to contt 
the commentators upon the Soip- 
tures, that I fcarcely need to no- 
tion it. You muft already gu4 
I mean, their being fo frequently 
milled by preconceived opinions of 
^\hat is the facred writer's defigo; 
inftead of accurately weighing bi> 
own words, and from the comW- 
nation of them, tracing his idea^ 
and penetrating into his intention. 
That THIS was the grand caufe of 
the miftake in this cafe, as it may 
1)0 fhown to have been in number- 
Icfs other inftances, will be evident 
to you beyond a doubt, when yon 
rccoUcft, — that all the commentators 
have likcwifc, as invariably conclum 

that 



i 
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t the event, fpoken of in the 
er part of the vcrfe, relative to 
land being to be deprived of both 
kings^ mujl mean, the kings of 
ia and of IJraeL 

This prepofleilion, as I have al- 

iy obferved, was the real fource 

the other. For, had not this 

3r mifled them as commentators; 

Y could not have committed the 

er, as grammarians. But, having 

firft unfortunately imbibed that 

poffeffion, and knowing that this 

nt was fo far from occurring 

ween the time of the birth of 

Emmanuel, and his being pall 

ufual term of infancy, that it 

happened 
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happened in a very (hoit fpace of 
time, after the prophecy was ddii- 
cred ; they, upon this occafion, « 
well as upon fome others, out of 
a miftaken piety, chofe to admit, 
that the Prophet was dcfedivc in 
grammar and connexion,- rather than 
leave the world to imagine, that 
the, prophecy was not fulfilled. But, 
had they ever examined it with a 
more fcrutinizing eye, they might 
have di (covered, that there was a 

VERY DIFFERENT EVENT, froW 

that, wliich they had fuppofed,— in 
which, — the prediction was really 

C O M P I. E T ¥. D , 

But, 
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£ui» though all the commentators 
^reed in the imagination, that this 
^rfe MUST relate to a different 
:>ild from the Emmanuel, who 
SIS fpoken of in the two foregoing 
-rfes, as the reference to the time 
etween his birth, and the expi- 
ation of his infancy, would at once 
vertum the whole foundation of 
tieir hypothefis, as to the .kings; — 
et, they varied in their predilection 
or the child, who was to be fub- 
tituted in his place. 

Some therefore fuppofcd, that the 
•hild here meant, was (as I have 
before hinted) Shearjafhub, whom, 
'ht Prophet was dirc6led by God, 

to 
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to take with him, when 1 
him to deliver the former pi 
to Ahaz, and the houfe of 
In fupport of this conjeftur 
take the liberty, on their owr 
rity, without even pretending 
fmalleft juflification from ar 
nufcript whatfoever ; or th 
countenance from any one 
criticifm, to difplace the propc 
iation, — THE CHILD, — and to 
tute, — THIS child. And as iY 
few men, who, when they ha^ 
become enamoured of an hyp 
have not imaginations fufhcien 
tile, to invent circumftances 
fupply of the want of fafts 
fuppofe, that the Prophet, 
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und^ ' and pointing to his Ton, who 
s with him, told the houfe of 
ivid, — '' before this child (hall 
know to refufe the evil, &c. the 
land, &c. fhall be forfaken of both 
her kings," 

They feem, however, foon to have 
en aware, that fome excufe muft 
found, in fome meafure to pal- 
te, fo grofs a violation of all the 
nons of criticifm, notwithftanding 
t exi/lence of theirs, and every ones 
ioihejis of the two kings, depended 
on it ; and therefore they pleaded, 
t in juftification indeed, for no- 
ng can juftify fo unwarrantable a 
erty; but however, in mitigation 
Bb of 
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of it, — that they could not fee, 1 
the Prophet could be ordered 
take his fon Shearjafliub with 1 
for any one ufe or purpofe, i 
was not for this. 

But, unfortunately for thefe ci 
mentators, this defence is as unfou 
ed, as the whole conjefture i 
hypothcfis are groundlefs. 

For, fir ft. As the name of 
Prophet's fon, w^as a prophetic na 
fignifying, " a revinant Jhall be I 
there were but few cafes, in wh 
Shearjafliub could be an unmeai 
and ufelejs attendant upon his fat 
when he went to deliver any 1 

did 
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iction^ cither of good or evil, which 
Tis to befdl either of the kingdoms 
f Ifrael. For, he himfelf tells us, 
^ the next chapter, that he and 
is children, were meant as Jigns 
nd wonders to them. 

But, fecondly. There was a pe- 
tiliar propriety, fignificanco, and 
niportance, in the order to the Pro- 
let, to take his fon with him, when 
ic went to meet Ahaz, and the 
loufe of David, in the midft of 
beir confternation, at the news of 
he confederacy, between the kings 
>f Syria and of Ifrael ; and of their 
pproach to befiege Jerufalem, to 
ubdue Judea, to root out the ftock 
Bb 2 of 
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of David, and to make Tabad, i 
Syrian, — king. For, though the cofr 
federate kings, were not to accoo- 
plifh their defigns, as the Prophet 
was dircfted to tell them ^-ytt| 
God had intended, that they ihoaki 
bring the kingdom very low, as they 
aftually did, by the tens of thoo- 
fands of the men of Judah, whoo 
they flew, and the hundreds of thoa- 
fands, they carried away captive.— 
What, then, could more fully have 
declared to Ahaz, &c. (would ihey 
have believed) the exact state 
of the event, then to be brought 
to pafs, — than the presence of 

SlIEARJASHUB, in ADDITION tO 

the 
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IC VERBAL DECLARATION of thc 

•rophet ? 

Thirdly. From the account I have 
►efore given, of the different occa- 
ions, upon which, and of the dif- 
erent times, when the two prophecies 
^cre delivered; this fuppofition is 
it once cut up from the roots, by 
bis circumftance alone, — that there 
% not the flighted ground for belief, 
hat Shearjafliub did accompany 
lis father, at the delivery of the 
-ATT£R prophecy. But it is on 
he contrary, highly probable, he did 
lot. For, his prefence would only 
lave perplexed the interpretation of 
:he prophecy, as will be cafily fecn, 

when 
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when I come to explain to you it's 
true meaning ; which, that it bas 
remained for fo many ages undif- 
covered, muft excite in us our higheft 
wonder, and unfpeakable aftonifli- 
ment. 

Fourthly. As I have before ob- 
ferved, the age of Shearjafhub » 
not known. But, to afford the flight- 
eft fupport to ,this fuppofition, it 
muft be proved^ that he was then 
an infant, only jvjl born. Of whicl 
circuniftance, there is not a Jfiai(n 
of a proof; but the order to th 
Prophet, to take him with him,- 
rather implies the contrary. 

Thi 



LECTURE II. 201 

Thus utterly indefenfible, is the 
fhole of the fuppofition, advanced 
y fome commentators, in relation 
> Shearjaihub. 

Other interpreters, and fome of 
lem very antient ones, have pro- 
ofed an alteration, which, at firft 
ppearance, is a lefs feeming vio- 
Ltion of the text ; but which is, 
1 reality, equally hoftile to every 
rinciple of criticifm. — They would 
*ad, — A childy — i. e. — any child^ — 
iftead of, — T HE CHILD . — Though 
>me of them, notwithftanding, point 
ut the child they mean, to be 
4aher-{halal-hafli-baz. 

One 
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One commentator has, indeed, bad 
even the courage to attempt top 
fuade iis^ that this alteration in the 
tranflation, is not totally ungraD- 
matical. But^ by fuch aifertions, in- 
ftead of arguments, as mufi alwirs 
excite our concern, when wc fee 
an ingenious man, and one fo higUf 
accomplifhed in many branches of 
fcience, — compelled to the humili- 
ating condition, of fatisfying himfclf 
with any glofs, to prevent a divorce 
from a beloved hypothefis. 

Firft. Becaufe our Englijh tranf' 
lators have left out the article the, 
before *' virgin** in their verfion, 
therefore, ht will omit it before, 
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cAiW."— At the fame time, indeed, 
candidly confeffes, — ^' that as the 
retaining the definite article, evi- 
dently r^ftrains the interpretation 
of this verfe, to the child juft 
before fpoken of, in the fourteenth 
and fifteenth verfes, he would there- 
fore, here again tranflate it by 
the indefinite article. This ( he 
fays) will leave us at liberty, (and 
I prefumCj^ we fliall find very good 
reafon for it ) to underftand this 
verfe of fome other child." 

It is . indeed much to be regretted, 
lat this writer, (whom I really re- 
left, though, for the fake of truth, 

am obliged to oppofe him) can 
C c not 
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not without being at liberty to pot 
this verfe to the torture, pofiBbly 
make it fpeak any thing, which would 
iuit his interpretation, or be coo- 
fiftcnt with the common hypothefis. 
But this neceflity, I truft, no one 
will deem a fufiicient reafon, for 
the adoption of his tranflation. For, 
the only admiflible reafon, which 
can really juftify either tranflatioo, 
muft arife, from the grammatical ufe 
of the ARTICLE prefixed. Thai 
the authors of our publick verfion, 
ufed the indejinite one in Englilb, 
inftead of the definite, as in the 
original, is evidently no defence of 
him, were the inflanccs in both ex- 
adly parallel, which they are not. 

For, 
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their deviation from abfolute 
racy, made no alteration in the 
:. Whether she, who, whilst 
iRGiN, was to conceive, and 
5 forth a Son, is called by the 
latic title of "the virgin," 
iiftinguifh her from all other 
en; or is called, "a virgin," 
F no importance in a paffage, 
e the charafteriftic circumftances 
fnentioned, which in themfelves 
iminate her from all others. — 

in his own cafe, by his own 
iflion, the change of the ar- 
E makes a total change in 

SENSE. 

In 
C c 2 
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In a note^ homoftr, be 
to defend the alteration up 
principles. ««- For> he lays, 
*^ Had the Prophet meant tl 
*^ CHiLD^ he would proba) 
^ expreifed himfelf by the ve 
'* as he did in the forme 
That he might have don< 
certain. But, as the other 
conformable to his ufual m; 
is not probable, that he ^ 
** Secondly. If he had rej< 
" mode of expreffion, yet 
^* he would have denoted i 
'* child, by the fame term 
" fourteenth and fixteenth ^ 
" Whereas, the one fignif 
*' and the other child. Th< 



i 
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>f terms feems to imply, (he fays) 
difference of perfons." 

iut, can the critic really mean, 
ioufly to aiTert, — ^that, becaufey the 
3phet, in one verfe of his pre- 
tion, declares, a virgin ftxall con- 
ve, and bear a son ; and in the 
ct, indifputably fpeaks of the same 
Id's knowing good and evil ; and 
n, in the following, fays, before 
E CHILD knows good and evil^ 
1. — will (I fay) the critic gravely 
^ntain, that the Prophet can not 
tan, by "the child" here fpoken 

» the SAME PERSON AS THE SON 

imediately before mentioned. If 
I do, then to be confiftent with 

bimfelf. 
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himfelf, he muft likewife maintaio, 
that the child, whom Herod, ac- 
cording to the eighth verfe of the 
fecond chapter of St. Matthew, fcni 
the Magi to Bethlehem to fearch 
for, could not poffibly be Jesus, 
or the Emmanuel. For Jefus in 
the twenty-third and twenty rfifth vcr- 
fes of the firft chapter, had bccD 
called, A SON, and the son, — ^and 
therefore, to apply the commentators 
own argument to this cafe ; — " had 
** the Evangelift meant the JaM 
" child, he would have denoted him 
" by the fame term. — The change 
** of terms feems to imply a diflFer- 
" cnce of perfons." To preferve 
this confiftcncy of interpretation, the 

commentator 
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>mmentator will have no other diffi- 
ilty to encounter, than the flight 
le, of fliowing who was the child 
zrt fpoken of, if Jefus was not ; 
d of accounting from other prin- 
)les, for the vifions to Jofeph, 
5 flight into Egypt, and their re- 
:n. If however, he prefer his 
Te, to this mode of preferving his 
nfiftency, and will allow, that the 
:iLD, fpoken of by the Evan- 
;list, must mean, the Son he- 
re fpoken of; — then, it is evident. 
It all the grammatical reafons he 
d adduced, to prove, that dif- 
rent children muft be meant by 
i Prophet, " vanifli like tl>e 
bafelefs fabric of a vifion." He 

muft 
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muft, however then confefs, thai Ik 
lias not found *' a good reason" 
for his alteration, (as he expe 
but that be is abfolutely obliged tt 
RETAIN the DEFINITE articki vhick 
(as he allows) ** evidently .REsiiiAiiis 
" the interpretation of the veifcio 
" THE CHILD juft fpolcen of, iDtbc 
" fourteenth and fifteenth verfes of 
" the fame prophecy. 

Having now fo fully, and upon 
a lefs important fubjeft, I (houU 
think, fo prolixly refuted, all tbc 
arguments ever urged for the fup- 
pofition, that the child, mentionci 
in the former claufe of the fixteenih 
vcrfc, is a different child, from that 

prcdiBcd 



LECTURE 11. 211 

difted in the preceding verfes ; 
i having clearly fhown, that fuch 
iippofitidn intirely revolts againft 
:ry principle of grammatical con- 
i€lion, and of 'common fenfe, I 
ft, I may now afliime it as a 
lulatum, which can not be dif- 

:ed, THAT THE SAME CHILD, 

E Emmanuel, who is men- 

ONED BY NAME, IN ONE, IS 
ANT IN ALL. 

The conclulions, therefore, to be 
duced from this poftulatum, are 
't only as evident, but as ifre- 
igable too, as any demonftration 
Euclid, 

D d Firft. 
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Firft. That as thk child, «m 
not one, vhich was born near tk 
time ef the -delivery of the predic- 
tion ; and as both the then kings of 
Syria and of Ifrael, were (lain, abo* 
two years after the birth of this 
child was foretold, — the latter daufe 
of the verfe, cannot poffibly relate 
to THOSE KINGS forfaking anykdii 
between the birth of this child, and 
his arriving at the ufual age of 
learning to refufe evil, and to choofc 
good. Confcqucntly, — that as this, 

IS THE UNIFORM INTERPR^' 
tATION of ALL PRECEDING 

COMMENTATOR s, — thcy arc ALl, 

THEREFORE, INVOLVED IN ONB 
rOMMOM ERROR. 

Secondlv. 
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ISecQpdly. That, as the prediftion 
1 the fifteenth verfe, was, as we 
?arn from the relations of the birth 
>f Jesus, by two EvangeHfts, li- 
erally, and fully completed in him, 
nd no one even pretends, that it 
/as ever literally, and fully 
ompleted in any other ; — it follows, 
—that the latter claufe, muft have 
eference to some land, which 
lad once two kings, i. e. two 
:ingdoms and governments, (for fo 
he expreffion frequently means in 
Icripture, where Caefar is fpoken of 
s a king, and Rome as a kingdom) 
\i w^hich, though one might remain 
ill the birth of the Emmanuel, yer, 
OTH were at an end, between 
D d 2 the 
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the TIME of HIS BIRTH, and tis 

ARRIVAL AT THE USUAL AGI OF 

DISCRETION, or Icnowledgc of good 
and evil ; and that if I can poifll 
out SUCH a LAND, then, IfluBj 

INCONTROVERTIBLY haVC fllOWn,- ' 

that the whole prophecy, wai 

COMPLETED, Cfld ONLY COMPUTlB 

IN OUR Saviour. 



But, before I proceed to ] 
out what was the particular 
EVENT predicted, and confequently> 
how the prophecy was accomplifccd; 
I muft take notice of an error in 
the tranflation, of the latter claufe 
in the fixteenth verfe, which, it ^ 
truly aftonifhing, none of the other 

commentators 
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>mmentators (hould have obferved 
id correfted, as it is equally in- 
)iigruous with their interpretation 
i mine. The removal of which 
rror, will at the fame time, furnifh 
le with other proofs, that, the 
INGS of Syria and 0/ Israel, 
ould NOT be THE KINGS here 
leant, independent, even of the 
EMONSTRATioN, above deduced. 

For where, I muft a(k, was 
HE LAND, which the houfe of 
udah ABHORRED, which was to be 
>rfaken of both her kings ? 

Rczin and Pekah, were not joint 
ings, they did not reign in com- 
mon 
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MON OVER ANY ONE DISTRICT; 

nor did they then reign over dif- 

FERENT PARTS of THE SAME 
COUNTRY. 






Should any one contend, tiuy 
DID, — becaufe, the king of Syria, 
had fometimes made inroads inw 
the land of Ifrael, and even fome- 
times fubdued, and for a fhort time, 
retained feme of it's towns and ter- 
ritories ; — yet, we find, from the 
2 Kings, xiii. 25. '* That Jchoaih, 
" the fon of Jehoahaz, took again 
" out of the hands of Benhadad, 
" tlic fon of Hazael, the cities which 
** he had taken out of the hand of 

J<-hoakaz, his father, by war :— 

three 
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^ree times did Joalh beat him, 

and he recovered the cities *of 

Ifrael." That Pekah likewife was, 

: the time of the delivery of the 

rophecy, in full pofleffion of iht 

md of Ifrael, is evident from hence; 

lat, fubfequent to that time, when 

Lhaz had entered into a league 

rith Tiglath Pilefer, king of Assy- 

lA,, " he took from the king of 

' Israel, all thofe towns and terri- 

^ lories, fubje£l to Ifrael, which lay 

' moft contiguous to the land of 

' Syria, and had formerly, therefore, 

' been the conquefts of the king 

' of that country. " For, we are 

old, 2 Kings, xv. 29. " In the days 

of Pekah, king of Ifrael, came 

'' Tiglath 
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" Tiglath Pilefer, king of A(^ 

** and took Ijon^ and Abel-beth- 

^' maachah, and Icnoah, and Keddl^ 

'* and Hazor^ and Gilead^ and Gi* 

'< like, and all the land of Naphl4 

*' and carried theiri captive to Afy 



Hence, then it follows, that tta 
KINGS of Syria and of Israel, 

COULD NOT BE THE KINGS, mCaDl 

in the latter claufe of the verfc, 

EVEN INDEPENDENT oflHE 

ARGUMENT, by which, I have be- 
fore DEMONSTRATED IT. 

But, even if we were to grant, 
tliat Rezifl and Pekah were both 

of 
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• them kings of different diftrifts 
the land of Ifrael, yet, how could 
is be called a land, which the men 
Judah at that time abhorred? 
his fuppofition, confounds all chro- 
)logy. For, notwithftanding all the 
ITS and contentions, between the 
ngs of Judah and of Ifrael, Judah 
>uld not be faid, to hate Ifrael, 
id their land. It was not, 'till 
ter Efarhaddon's tranfportation of 
e Ifraelites, which remained after 
e former conqueft by Salmanafer, 
to other countries, and his tranf- 
smting the Cuthites, &c. into Sa- 
atria; — that the implacable animofity 
:gan, between the Jews and the 
tmaritans, and continued fo violent 
E e to 
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to the time of our Saviour. Before 
that time, they feem always to have 
confidered themfelvcs, as one peo- 
TLE, under different governments. 
And, whatever refentment, the de- 
tection of the Ifraelites from the 
ONE God, might fometimes excite 
in the zealous breads of fome of the 
kings of Judah, — yet, this could be no 
foundation for impious Ahaz, and 
the houfe of David's abhorrence 
of tlicm, during his reign ; but, 
V. as a circumftance, which was more 
likely to havi: conciliated them with 
each other, on account of the uni- 
formity of their opinions, and praC' 
ticcs. In general, as I have before 
obferved, they confidered them, as 

one 
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me people with themfclves, and 
/idled them to come up to Jeru- 
alem^ to worfhip with them, as they 
lad done formerly, and did again 
n the next reign, when Hczckiah 
eftored the worfliip of the true 
liod. 

And as to the land, or territory, 
nhabited by the Ifraclites, — fo far 
vere the nien of Judah from hav- 
ng any reafon to abhor it, — that 
t was part of the land of Canaan^ 
— ^ Palejline^ — the land of Promife^ 
he land, which had been fo often 
•romifed to their fathers, — the Hol\ 
umdy — the Lord's Land, — the Land, 
fhich, God called peculiarly iiis own, 
E e 2 • — fo 
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1 



I 



8 



— fo much fo, — that he is faid, onljf 
to have LENT it to the Ifraelitd 
to fojourn in.t — This was a IM 
therefore, which they were fo fa 
from ABHORRING, that they w* 

VERED, or REVERENCED it. Aoi 

fo indeed, the word might, and 
OUGHT to have been tranflated.*- 
It is fo tranflated in fome places 
of Scripture : — Leviticus, xix, so-* 
xxvi. 2. — Pfalms, Ixxxix. 7. — cxi. 
9. — Ephefians, v. 33. — and ough 
to have been in numberlefs other 
paflages of the Old, and in fome 
of the New Teftament. 

The 

+ See the Books of the Old Teftament, paffim- 



i 
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The alteration, then, I have made 
in the tranflation, neceffarily gives 
Dccafion to two general obfervations, 
which may open a new and rich 
Vein of criticifin to future commen- 
tators. 

Firft. That all the terms in the 
Scripture, — and the obfervation might 
be extended to all very antient writ- 
ings in general, — ufed to exprefs 
the emotions of the mind, are for 
the moft part, much more vague, 
than they which are employed, upon 
the fame occafion, by modern writers. 
The former, are frequently gene- 
ral TERMS only ; and the latter, 
are for the moft part, specific. — 

This 
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This is a pofition^ fo well 
that I aiTume it as a principle, anj 
leave it to others, who have cidw 
read more than myfelf, or are vm 
fond of an oftentatious difplay of 
what they have read, to make in 
elaborate induflion of the particulais. 
And thus it happens, that thewoid, 
which is in this place, erroneoufljf 
tranflated abhor, denotes any de- 
termination, or any mode of affec- 
tion, (and even indeed, an aft con- 
fequent of the afFeftion) which to 
any conneftion with fear, and 
therefore, properly fignifies here, as 
in other places, — reverence. 

Secondly- 
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ipondly. Whoever confiders lan- 
W more as connected with the 
lies of the human mind^ than 
Jved merely from cuftom and 
lot be at a lofs to difcovcr, 
term strictly and spiici- 
I^Y fignificant of fear, fliould 
jft the Hebrews be ufcd, to 
an AFFECTION, ^vhich had 
or any persons and things 

PRIATED to HIM for It's 

:t. For, on account of the 
ftnce of idolatry in all the 
tiding nations, — and of the 
tes own pronenefs to the fame 
itions, — and bv reafon of their 
Iftubborn and obdurate hearts, 
' which, works of mercy and 

kindnefs 
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kindnefs had no effeft, it was m- 
cefTary, that God fhould often ipil 
pear to them, as an angry beihc, 
denouncing threats and punifhmcnti 
againft them ; in order to retain 1 
them at all, in obedience to to I 
commands, and in an adherence to ! 
his worfhip. 



The whole of the fixteenth verfe, 
then, according to the Septuagini, 
may be thus rendered. — " Bemjft 
*' thai before he knows by experience 
^* good or evil, the child rejeSs viid- 
*' ednefs to choofe the good, therejort^ 
" the land which thou r Everest, 
^^ J/: all be deprived of both her ki%h 
Or, thus, ''/*^ 
" bni 



or governments. 
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land which thou reveres t, Jhall 
f be EVEN deprived of both her 

iings."'-rEui, what that land 
rAS, nobody now can find any 
ifficulty in difcovering to be the 
and of Promife, or whole Lsgfid 
f Ifrael. Nor is the difcovery of 
le objeS of the prophecy, — now 
He moft material obftacles are le- 
elled, and the paths made fo ftraight, 
-much more difficult of accefs. — 
or, it is palpably evident, it mult 
onfift in the extirpation of the go- 

ERNMENT of the MEN of JuDAH 

I THAT LAND, as the dcftruftion 
F the kingdom of Ephraim, had 
een before accompliflied. 

F f Admitting, 
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Admitting, however, the proprietjf 
of this tranflation, (as I am willing to 
obviate every poffible obje£lion to my 
interpretation) we may fuppofe fome 
dill to maintain, that the latter daufc 
of the verfe may even now be ap- 
plied to die xiNGs of Syria and 
of Israel, as it removes the ob- 
jt6lion, which I juil now made, to 
the fuppofing them to be joint 
KINGS over miy land ; but that a 
new mterpretation now fuggcfts it- 
Iclf, that it may mean only, — that 
the land of Judea, which the men 
of Judah (even a fortiori) arevercd, 
as the part, and the moft facred 
part of the Land of Promife, fliould 

be 
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t, or forfakcn of both inoiih 



s. 



t, firft. It mull be remembered, 
F I have PROVED, — and I have 
. doubt that any one will deny 
hat the fixteenth verfe relates 
le SAME child, fpokcn of in 
hirteenth and fourteenth verfes, 
I, I have at the s .;i: timk 

DN^TRATED, that tllfc LATTER 

c of this verfc, cax not re- 

b, TO THOSE KINC;S. 

:condly. If the foregoing ai- 

:nt did not render this new fup- 

bn totally inadmiffible, and we 

even for once to admit an 

F f 2 impr^fli- 



L 
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impoffibility, i. e. that two dii 

FERENT CHILDREN ARE MM- 

T 10 NED, — yet, to what end or pur- 
pofe, was fuch a predidion given?. 
The Prophet, had before declaid, 
that the confederated kings Mi 
not fubdue Judea, nor take Jcru- 
falem. — Nay, he had even before 
predifted, the fpeedy extinftion of 
t/wfe kings, by defcribing them » 
fire-brands, nearly extinguiflicd, and 
which then retained more fmoke than 
fire. He had likewife affurcd the 
houfe of David, that in fixty-five 
years, the government of Ephraim, 
as a feparatc people, fhould expire; 
nor fhould that of Judah continue, 
if they would perfift in their dif- 

belief, 
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^lief, which was, as it were, re- 
:llion . againft God. To what end, 
en, did he again repeat only the 
LME predidion, which was not he- 
re believed, without giving any 
ore a fign of it's truth, than upon 
c former occalion ? 

Thirdly. This interpretation, is 
ible to all the objeftions, which 

have before fo fully ftated, and 
f which I have fo intirely deftroyed 
1 the other interpretations, that I 
all not now repeat them. But, as 
lere is another objedion, which I 
ive not before mentioned, which 
]ually afFeds this, as well as fome 
" the other hypothefes, I Ihall here 

ftate 
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ftatc it.— It is this. — That they wto 
adopt the fuppofition of a child'j» 
whether any c h i l d's, or Shear- 
jafhub's, or Maher-ftialal-halh-baz'j 
not knowing to refufe evil, or choofe 
good, — as a sign of the klttr 
event ; — ^whether they confidered this 
likewifc, as denoting the death of 
tiie KINGS of Israel and of Syria; 
— or whether only in general, that 
the land of Judca fhall be delivered 
from thofe kings, (according to a 
new interpretation, I juft now fup- 
pofcd might be ftarted, though it 
never was) — or whether, according 
to Bifhop Lowth, (though he gives 
us no argument, in jullification of 
his vafl deviation from the common 

tranflation, 
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tanflation, and the fenfe of the 
Jeptuagint) " that the land Jhall be- 

• come defolate, by thofe two kings, 
' by whom thou art diftreffed/' — 
Ul thefe, 1 fay, adopt a common, 
►rdinary, probable event, as a sign 
►f another event of the fame kind, 
if which it cannot possibly be a 
iGN, becaufe the one, was not 
o PRECEDE the other, but both 
irere to be contemporary. And 
onfequently, therefore, the predic- 
ion of that, which is termed the 
iGN, is no assurance, or con- 

• iRMATioN of the other. 

Fourthly. I have before proved, 
hat there is the greatest de- 
gree 
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GREE of PROBABlvLITY, that tllB 

prediction was not made^ 'till aftei 
the KINGS o/" Syria and g/" Israel, 

HAD RETURNED FROM JUDEA,^ 

and therefore, this could not 

POSSIBLY BE, THE EVENT HERE 
PREDICTED. • 

Having now, fully prepared the 
way for the true interpretation of this 
much agitated, and moft important 
prophecy, by the refutation of 
the principles, upon which, the at- 
tempts of all FORMER COMMEN- 
TATORS were built, — and more par- 
ticularly, of that PRIME and fun- 
damental one, — that it had re- 

JFERENCE to the KINGS OF IsRAEL 

and 
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id OF Syria; — and having more 
an once, given fome glimpfe of 
c event, which it really does pre- 
£t, — I apprehend no obftacle now 
mains, to prevent your reception 
it, — or, that rather, you muft al- 
idy have anticipated me, in the 

3per application of it. 

« 

You can not have forgotten, that 
: former prediftion foretold the 
appointment of the expeftation of 
! confederated kings, — the decla- 
ion of the cxtinftion of the fe- 
rate government of Ephraim, — and 
t denunciation to Judah, that if 
ly continued to rejcft the belief 
i worfhip of the true God, their 

G g CIVIL 
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CIVIL polity, or common-w{ 
fliould alfo ceafe. But God, w 
to afford to Ahaz, every pc 
means of converfion, fends the Pri 
Ifaiah to him again, to affure him 
whatever fign of God's power 
proteftiori he fhould a(k, howeve 
poflible it might appear unto 
to efFcft, or incredible to 
when effe6ied, yet it fhould noi 
{landing, be vouchfafed unto 
This infinitely gracious meffag( 
offer, (he impious Ahaz, havi 
heart hardened by obftinacy, 
devpted to idolatry, anfwered 
blafphemy, and rejefted with 
dain. — The Prophet then giving 
and the houfe of David to u 
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d, that nothing could be more 
rd, than that they, who were 
:ely able to contend with mor- 
enemies, fhould make an enemy 
their God, — (hows them, that 
. infidelity and rebellion, would 
;he final ruin of their houfe and 
ernment. For, that the Lord 
felf, as his offers of mercy had 
1 rejefted, would give them him- 
a fign of his power, in their 
ruftion. " Lo !" (fays the Pro- 
:, ufing a mode of addrefs, which 
es the attention, and at the fame 
; denotes the certainty of the 

NT, HOWEVER DISTANT THE 

e) " the virgin fliall conceive, 

nd brin^ forth a fon, whofe name 

G g 2 " fhall 



238 LECTURE II. 

" fliall be Emmanuel, or Goil: 
•' WITH us; — he Ihall be endofed|i 
'' with fupcr-natural wifdom andper- 
" fuafion, before the time, in whidii 
" children produced in the ordinary 
" courfe of nature, arrive to yein 
" of difcretion ; and becaufe he will 
" rcjeft evil, and choofe good, there- 
" fore, between the tini^ of his binli, 
" and the age hi which children 
" ufually acquire this knowledge,— 
" (Ephraim having long before ccaf- 
•* ed to have a fcparate goveriimcni) 

'* THE INMIABITANTS OF JUDEA, 

•' SHALL LIKEWISE bc dcprivcd of 

" THEIR KINGDOM, GOVERNMENT, 

" and DOMINION." He then pro- 
ceeds, as is related in the remainder 

of 
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of the chapter, to te^! them, that 
vorfe calamities (hall befal Ahaz, 
an4 even the houfe of David, in 
the intermediate time, than any evils 
they had fuftained fince Ephraini 
aad Judah were feparate kingdoms.* 

Do 

♦ The learned Mr, Blany, who interprets the 
prophecy upon the univerfal principle of the ge- 
neral hypoihefis, — i. e.-- — as a predi£lion of good 
to Ahaz, and the houfe of David, lays great ftrefs 
upon the article, by which the remainder of the 
chaptoil which is certainly denunciatory of evil to 
them, is conneded with the prophecy. " In our 
" verfion, indeed, (he fays) which is made from 
** the prefent Hebrew text, we fee not the con- 
" nexion fo ftrongly marked, as in the Seventy, 
'* which was made, in all probability, after a more 
" perfeft original. There we find the adverfative 
'* particle, but, piefixed to the feventeenth vcrfc." 

i 
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Do you, then, now afk, how bif^ 
lory evinces, that this predittion vas 

I am u ready to sdmlt the authority cif iTie^ Sep* 
tiiagtnr^ ii Mr. Blany can be. For, without fa^ 
poJing, that the mannufcrlpt, froiti which thst vfrGc>R 
W3t ipadc, was more correft than any later omc, 
no pcrfon, I apprehend, will deem ti an unjuih* 
8 able afTumption, to fuppore, that thofe tranjktors 
might underlland their own boguaga ^tier, thjn 
iiiy learned modern. But in r his cafe, T mull conftD, 
tiiat though I join iffue with the learned writa 
in admitting the authority of the Sevexty, I 
can not fee, how it i^pports Ais hypothefis. B^ 
caufe, the particle aXXa^ ts not only an adSwfatht 
particle, as he calls it, but is likewife ufed to tfr 
troduce any thing, which is additwnal towhatwai 
before fatd, and may be tranflated, thereibre, b] 
the Engliih particles, moreover, or yea, a 
well as BUT. And as cither of the two formci 
would dellroy his hypothefn, this Greek partick 
can never be admitted, as the great ptiiar, or evci 
prop of it. 
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lied in the event ? — Attend to 

records, and, when you have 

perly confidered them, you will 

Ij that there is no prophecy, 

RE PLAINLY, MORE CLEARLY, 

MORE DISTINCTLY, nor MORE 

ACTLY FULFILLED. 

The various revolutions in the 
^ifti ftate, the frequent captivities 
1 conquefts, to which they were 
diflFerent times fubjeft, might in- 
id have afforded fome colourable 
tences, for a difpute upon the 
npletion of this prediftion ; had 
many of them, been long fince 
iftually removed, in order to clear 
way, for the interpretation of 

another 
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another prophecy : — " The Sctftn 
^' Jhall not depart from Judoh^ 'till 
** Skiloh come." 



Take then, an anfwer to thefe 
objeftions, fo far as it goes, in the 
words of that mod fagacious, and 
therefore, moft original inteq)retcr 
of the facred Scriptures, — Joseph 
Mede. a writer, whom I (hall 
always be glad to quote when I 
can, and to whom, whenever I do 
quote him, I can wot forbear to pay 
fome encomium. I give no addi- 
tions to his name, becaufe, the higheft 
titles could have made no addition 
to his real honour. 

He 
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He fays, in the thirty-fourth page 
his invaluable works. 



** We and the anticnt Jews agree 
about the aim and purport of this 
Scripture. But, we Chriftians be- 
lieve further, that it is long finct 
fulfilled ; howfoever, for the very 
POINT of TIME, when this fceptre 
departed from Judah, we vary 
in our opinions. — Some will have 
it to have been, when Pompey 
firft brought the Jewifh (late un- 
der the Roman fubjection. Others, 
a little after, when Herod, an 
Idumaean ftranger, yet formerly 
incorporated into the Jewifh (late 
and blood, was by the Romans, 
H h " invcftcd 
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" invefted to be their king, and the 

" Hafmonaean, or Maccabaean race, 

'' (which 'till then had borne the 

" chief rule) was by him txtin- 

*' guifhed. Others, not 'till the de- 

" ftruclion and final diffolution of 

" the Jewifti ftate by Titu«. 

" Thefe are principal moments of 
" time to be pitched upon. But 
^* againft the firft, the fubjefting of 
" the jewifli ftate to the Romans 
" is objefled. Firft, that it antici- 
" pates the time of Chrift's binh 
** too much, being fixty years before 
** it. Secondly, that it might as well 
" be affirmed, that the fceptre de- 
** parted from Jiidah, when Nebu- 

" chadnezzar 
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chadnezzar carried them captive 
to Babylon ; or when they were 
fubjcfl to the Perfian and Greelt 
monarchies, as when they were 
made fubje6l to the Romans. 

*' Againft the fecond, of Herod, 
hes the fame exception that did 
againft the former, — that it was too 
early, being thirty years and more 
before the birth of Chrift ; and 
more than twice as much before 

• his paflion and afcenfmn, at which 
^ time he began his kingdom. Se- 
' condly, that under the reign of 
^ Herod, the fceptre of Judah might 

* feem rather to be advanced 
^ than DEPARTED, forafmUi:h as 

' H h 2 " they 
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" they had then a king of t 

" own, reigning over them; J 

" though not of Jewifti original, 

** a profelyte, and fo one of ' 

** own body.* And if the fa 

" were departed from Judah, be( 

" not one of their own tribe, 

" the fovereign rule over thei 

" why was it not departed al 

" time the Hafmonaean, or M 

" baean families, who were L( 

** reigned ? No man would fay 

" the fceptre were departed 

cc p, 



* Let it be remembered, likewife, that 
Ephraim had long before loft it's feparate k 
it was united with Judah under Herod's 
racnt. 
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" Poland ; though the Polanders 
'* {hould choofe a Swede, a Ger- 
" man, or a Frenchman, for their 
'* king : — So, neither from Judah, 
'^ though a Levite, or Idumaean pro- 
^* felyte, were their prince. 

" Againft the laft point of time, 
" the diflblution of the Jewifli ftate 
'* by Titus, is excepted, that it is 
^' as much too long, after either the 
'' nativity or paflion of Chrift, as 
^* the other two were before it,— 

* to wit, — feventy years after the one, 

* and near forty after the other." 

He then proceeds to Ihow, what 
IS the meaning of the word Sceptrey 

See. 
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Sic, in that prophecy. Frotn wh 
be himfelf draw^ the following i 
clufion. — " The meaning, thefel 
•** is not^ that Judah fhould * 
" ceafe from hauing a king^ or b 
** a kingdom ; but, tliar it fhi 
** not ceafe from being a Jlati 
. ** My politick^ or Ct^mfnon - wi 
" having a p giver of covi 

** M£NT and JDRISDICTION Wjj 
•* IH ITSELF, UNTIL M 1 S S 

*• CAME : — For it is certain, 
" Judah was fo far from beii 
*^ continued kingdom until Me 
" fhould come, that there wa 
*' king, or royalty in that tribe, 
" more than two-thirds of that I 
" namfely,' not 'till David, nor 

" Zede 
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Zedekiab, faving that of the Mac* 
cabees, (who were Levites) and 
of Herod, (by original, an Edo- 
mite) which both put together, 
will not make eighty years; yet, 
were they never without fome 

RULER or RULERS of THEIR 
OWN, ALL THAT TIME." 

From thefe quotations, then, I 
link, in the opinion of this excel- 
*nt writer, it follows as clearly, as 
1 any redvBio ad abfurdum in Eu- 
lid, — that as the departure of the 
:eptre from Judab, was, neither, 
cfore the time gf Herod, nor Jo 
i(m as his time, nor yet, Jo late as 
^ituss, — that it muft have happened, 

fomc 
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fomt time between the reign of 
Ilerody and the deJlrvBion of jeru- 
falem by Titus. 

But, notwithftanding the apparent 
evidence of this deduftion, and the 
fccming proof, that I might there- 
fore claim this writer's authority, in 
fomc mcafure, in fupport of my in- 
terpretation ; yet, I muft have the 
mortification of telling you, that, if 
it operates at all in this cafe, it 
militates againft me. I have, how- 
ever tlie confolation of thinking, 
that it does fo only, when the great 
Mede is inconfiftent with himfelf, 
and ftands forth in array, in oppo- 
Ction to the truth. 

For, 
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For, he afterwards alters the con- 
RruS:ion of the latter claufe of the 
prophecy, in the Englifh tranflation, 
by uniting it to the former, and 
renders it thus :— -" Tht fceptre Jhall 
" not depart from Judah^ (3c. 'till 
'* Shiloh come and the gathering of 
*' the people be to him." And then 
makes the following obfervation. 

" And now methinks, your thoughts 
" might almoft prevent me, in de- 
" figning the tinie when this predic- 
** tion was fulfilled. Namely, neither 
" when the Jews came firft under 
** the Roman fubjeQion, for then 
" Shiloh was not yet come : nor 
" under Herod, or, (as fome will) 
I i " feven 
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" feven years After him^ when his 
'' 80M ArchAlaus being ba> 

'' NISRED, JUDEA WAS REDUCl^ 

^ INTO A province; for^tbou^ 

^* ChRI-ST WAS THEN BORN, tO 
'* wit, IN THE END OF HeROO's 

*' REIGN, yet, were not the natioDS 
*' c^ Gentiles yet gathered un*^ 1 
^' TO HIM. But, at the definifiioiil 
•• of the Jcwilh (late by Titus^ when 

" BOTH those TH'INGS WERE 

** c O'M E TO PASS, (Chrift being 
" come, and the Gentiles converted 
** unto his obedience) then did the 
" fceptre depart from Judah, and 
'* they ceafe from being any more 
** a common -wealth." 

The 
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The time here affigned for the 
mpletion of the prophecy, is, cer- 
nly the proper one, according to 
tdes manner of rendering the lat- 
r claufe. But, to fay nothing of 
t force, put upon the words, to 
rm this conftruftion, which, Le 
ere and others have obferved, it 
evident, that his reafon for fixing 
>on the time of Titus, as the aera, 
the departure of the fceptre from 
idah, and his rejefting that of 
rchelaus, is folely founded upon 
lAT conftruftion. For it evidently 
is not, becaufe he could not 
: the departure of the fceptre to 
ly other time. But, becaufe, that 
hen conjidtred as infeparably conncBed 
I i 2 in 



\ 
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in point of time, with the gathcm^ 
of the people to Shiloh^ he thought 
it could be only, at the deilrudion 
of Jerufalem. 

Notwithftanding therefore, the very 
(incere and profound refpeft, I feci 
for this writer's memory, of which, 
I have already given (bme proo^ 
in the warmth with which I have 
fpoken of him ; yet having, very 
early in life, adopted two maxims, 
from which, I think I may fay, 1 
never knowingly deviated ; — ^the one, 
Nullius addiflus jurare in verba ma- 
giflri, — the other, — Amicus Plato, 
amicus Socrates, fed magis arnica 
Veritas ; — I mud take the liberty of 

differing 
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differing from him, in refpeft both 
to his interpretation, and the con- 
clufion he draws from it. For, I 
muft confefs, the explanation of this 
prophecy, by another moft excellent 
interpreter of Scripture, Bishop 
Sherlock, appears to me to be 
the true one ; notwithftanding the 
very fhrewd objeftions, (for, what 
objeftion is there of his, which is 
not fhrewd ?) made to it by Bifhop 
Warburton. 

Dr. Sherlock confidcrs the word 
tranflated fceptre, to mean a fltaff, 
which was the ensign of a tribe, 
NOT the evfign of sovereignty. 
His explanation, therefore, perfe&ly 

agrees 
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agrees with the time, at which Ueic 
(uppofes the prophecy was completed, 
though their fovereignty or govern- 
ment ceafed before, and is Hkewife 
confiftent with any verfion, which 
can be given to the latter end of 
the verfe. But I muft likewife con- 
fefs, that Mede's interpretation is 
ftill more inconfiftent with his own 
conceffions, than I have yet fliown 
it to be. For, if the fceptre wag 
not to depart from Judah, not only 
*till Shiloh came, but, 'till likewife 
the gathering of the people was to 
him, both which events did not take 
place, 'till the deftruftion of Jeru- 
falcm ; I fee not how this can be 
reconciled with his explanation, that 

the 
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the departure of the fceptre from 
Judah, meant, *^ it's ceajing to be" a 
" Jlate^ a body politick , or common- 
** wealthy having a power of go- 

^* VERNMENT, Cud JURISDICTION 
'* WITHIN ITSELF, AND A RULER 

** OF it's OWN." All which, cer- 
tainly, agreeably to his own concef- 
Jions^ happened, not only long before 
Titus, but even during the infancy 
of Jesus, or the Emmanuel.* 

For, 

* He juftly indeed obferves, that Pompey's con- 
quers of the Jewifh ftate, and fubjeftion of it to 
the Romans, caufed the fceptre no more to depart 
from Judah, than when they were fubjcftcd to 
Nebuchadnezzar, or to the Pcrfian, or Grecian 
monarchies. For there is undoubtedly a wide dif- 
ference, 
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For, he himfelf allows, that upci 
tlie banifliment of Archelaus, Judea 
did become a Roman provinci, 
and confequently, ceased to have 

A JURISDICTION WITHIN ITSELF, 

and A RULER OF it's own. 



That THIS WAS the time, vhcn 
Judah loft it's independence, king- 
dom, and government, is evident, 

likewife, 



ference, between fubjefting a country, fo as only 
to make it dependent on, and even tributary to 
another ; and by making it a province of an em- 
pire, divefting it of it's conftitution and fclf-govcm- 
ment. The former only, was the cafe of Judca» 
on it's fubjc6lion by Pompey ; but, the lat^ci 
happened in the time of Archclaus. 
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ife, from the New Teftament. 

we find the Jews tbemfelves 
ring, that any <Hie, who claims 
; king over them, is an enemy 
efar, and that they acknowledge 
ther king but him. It is evi- 

indeed, even from the very 
the acute Bifhop Sherlock ad- 
, to prove the contrary. For, 

Pilate bade the Jews to take 
, and judge him according to . 
law; they reminded him, that 
IS not lawful for them to put . 
3ne to death » 

ft any of you (hould retain a 

, whether the government de- 

1 from Judah, or that both 

K k the 
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the kings or rulers of Ifrael had, al 
the time I mention, forfaken the 
land of Ifrael, in full completion of 
this illuftrious prophecy of Ifaiab, 
according to my explanation; take 
likewife the opinion of the learned, 
laborious, and in general, accurate 
Dean Prideaux, in his hiftory of the 
Connexion of the Old and New Tep 
ment. For, this being a matter of 
facl, rather than of reafoning, the 
authority of writers has in this cafe 
much weight, though on the fubjefts 
of reafoning, it is not the repu- 
tation of an author, but the weight 
of his arguments alone, which is 
the proper tefl. 

After 



k 
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After having irrefragably fhown, 
'^e confiftency between the two firft 
^^rfes of the fecond chapter of St. 
^uke, relative to the Roma^n Gen- 
^, the Dean fays, 

'* The fum therefore is, the fcep- 
*^ tre and the law -giver remained 
*' among the Jews, 'till both began 
^* to be taken from them by the 
^* Romans, on their reducing Judea 
^•^ into the form of a Roman pro- 
^ vince ; a«d then Chrift, the Shi- 
** loh promifed, began his coming, 
** as the Mefliah, by then firft en- 
•* tering on his Father's bufmefs, 
" for which he was fent. And that 
** this exaftly fell in with the time 
K k 2 " of 
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'* of this change, plainly appears 
** For Chrift was then in the iweUtIi 
year of his age, and the twelfth 
year from Chrift s birtlT, was tba: 
whereon Coponius entered on his 
government. For, Herod lived 
one year after the birth of Chrift; 
and, after the death of Herod, 
Archelaus reigned ten years, and 
the next year after, the Romans^ 
" feized Judea, and made it a pro- 
** vince of their empire. Chrift, 
" therefore, firft appe^ed in the 
" temple as the Mefliah, at that 
** very time, when the fceptre and 
" the law -giver firft began to depart 
" from Judah, and fixty-two years 

" after 
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" after that, this departure was fully 
" completed, in the temple and city 
** of Jerufalem ; and the utter abo- 
** lifhing of the whole Jewilh policy, 
" and conftitution of government in 
** that land, which hath never fince, 
" either there, or any where elfe, 
*^ been again revived." 

. From this quotation, it is evident, 
that Dr. Prideaux had been in the 
habit of confidering, (perhaps from 
the authority of Mede) that the pro- 
phecy, relative to the departure of 
the fceptre from Judah, was only 
ftdly completed, by the Jinal dejlruc- 
tion of Jerufalem. But we find, not- 

withftanding. 
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withftanding, that even in oppofiiion 
to his own prejudices and prepof- 
feffions^ he wa» obliged to acknow- 
ledge, that the gdvernment did dqwrl 
from Judah, at the injlant of time, 
in which, Judea became fiibjefted 
to the Romans, As a Roman pro- 
vince. Which event happened pre- 
cifely at the time, at which it was 
foretold by the Prophet Ifaiah, viz. 
AFTER the BIRTH of the Emma- 
nuel, or Jefus, but, before, k 
arrived at that agCy in which the 

OFFSPRING of. MEN LEARN BY 

EXPERIENCE, 1,0 kfuow good Jiom evUf 
and yet, not 'till after he had 
«icc()rding to the Prophet's inctapho- 

rital 
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rical expreffion of eating butter and 
fion&}f, evinced in the temple, his en- 
dowments of Juperndtural knowledge and 
eloquence. 

So difficult however of refiftance, 
or at leaft of conqueft, is the force 
of old prepoffeffions, that the Dean 
himfelf is unwarily driven by them, 
into the ufe of a kind of equivocal 
language . For, as you muft obfcrve, 
(he fays) Chrift began at that time 
to come,— the government begij^n at 
that time to depart, — and it was 
fiUly completed afterwards^ in the de- 
ftruftion of the temple and city of 
Jerufalem. So ambiguous and eva- 

five 
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five a kind of affirmation, could noi 
poflibly have efcaped fo able a wri- 
ter^ and fo good a man, but as the 
efFeft of the caufe I have before 
afligned. For, it is evident, that 
if Jesus, or the Emmanuel, theity 
at twelve years after his birth, ac- 
cording to this author's own computa- 
tion, BEGAN to come, — he really was 
come. And if Judea then began 
TO BE A Roman province, it 
at thai time, actually was a 
Roman province ; and no length 
of time, in which the Romans re- 
tained it in fubjeftion, or whatever 
tributes they might afterwards con- 
tinue to exaft from it, or oppreffions 

tfic 
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the governors they fet over it, might 
exercife upon it, could make it 
in the leaft, more of a Roman 
province. But, on the contrary, the 
deftruflion of the temple and city 
of Jerufalem, fo far* from rendering 
Judea, as the habitation of the Jews, 
more of a Roman province, though 
the territory itfelf remained the fame, 
that fo far as relates to the Jews, 
it may be even faid, to have then 
ceafed to be a Roman province. — 
Befides, this alfo is indifputable, that 
Vefpafian and Titus did not under- 
take the deftruflion of Jerufalem, 
lecaufe the Jews were a nation, at 
that time not fubjeft to the Roman 
yoke, and becauje Judea was not a 
L 1 province 
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province of the Roman empire j^ 
htU, Jbr theft- very rcAjims^ — ^that k- 
caujt the nation had bun ftibjeBei to 
the Roman yoke, and becaufe Judei 
WAS a Roman province, upder the 
adminiftration of a Roman govcnior, 
labouring under oppreflSons, (only 
to be exceeded by thofe in this age, 
inflifted upon the miferable inhabi- 
tants of fome countries, by men who 
call themfelves Chriftians) therefore, 
the Jews, in refilling the Roman go- 
vernors, and endeavouring to fhake 
off the Roman bondage, became re- 
bels againft their lawful sove- 
reigns. Nay, they were even told 
by the Romans, . and one of their 

own 
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own countrymen, that it might hiivp 
been lawfui at firft, to have made 
war, for the prefervation of their 
freedom from the Roman yoke, but 
when they had been fubjefted to 
their dominionj-^^refiftance and rebel- 
lion did not evince their love of 
liberty, but rather, their defire of 
a fhameful death. 

The EXACT TIME of the comple- 
tion of the prophecy, then, is evident 
BEYOND DISPUTE ; and the only 
difference between the predictiok 
of the event, and the history 
of it, is, that the- names of the per- 
fons and places are inferled in the 
one, which are omitted in the other. 
L 1 2 But 
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But the circumftances are e; 
the fame in both. The Emma- 
nuel, or Jesus, was born of a 
VIRGIN, whilft, Herod was king. 
About two years afterwards, Herod 
died, and left by will, the kingdom 
of Judea to his fon Archelaus, upon 
condition, that Caefar approved the 
bequeft. Archelaus goes to Rom^ 
lo folicit the confirmation of the 
crown. But Caefar difmiffes him 
without ratifying Herod's appoint- 
ment. He however, permitted Ar- 
chelaus to exercife the chief power 
of the government, under a promife 
of royalty, if he acquitted himfelf 
in fueh a manner, as to merit the 

emperor's 
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emperor's approbation. Some years 
afterwards, but, before Jesus, or 
the Emmanuel, was arrived at 
THAT AGE, in which, by experi- 
ence, the KNOWLEDGE of GOOD 

and EVIL is usually attained, 
though not 'till he had given a moft 
public proof of his being endowed 

WITH super-natural WISDOM 

and ELOQUENC E, — upon a complaint 
made at Rome againft Archelaus^ 
for mal-adminiftration, — if ever he 
were king, — ^he was dethroned,— ba- 
nifhed to Vienna, — Judea was re- 
duced to a Roman province, — it's 
inhabitants, fubjefted to a Roman 
governpr, — and conliequently, — the 

whole 
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whole land of Promife, or of Ifwlj, 
-*-the land so revered by the It 
raelites, — was then deprived oi 

BOTH HER KINGS. 

The Jews, however, being foon 
very indignant at the taxation \rii^ 
pofed upon them, and feverely fut 
fering under the oppreffions^ with 
which they were loaded, rebelled 
againft the government, to which 
they had before voluntarily fubmit- 
ted. But, inftead of finding redrefs, 
they only augmented their affliflions, 
— till the time came, when not only 
the other prediftions of Ifaiah,— 
•* Jiuh days as had not been^ Jinct 

" Ephram 
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^^ Ephraim departed from Judah*'^^ 
but ^rfF Jefus himfelf likewife, were 
fttlfiHed in their almoft inconceivable 
diftreffes, and in the total de- 
-fiTRucrioN of their temple and their 
city. 

This prophecy then, as thus na- 
turally explained, without any ar- 

BITRARY ASSUMPTION of ONE 

- A R T I c L B for ANOTHER, or any 

UNAUTHORISED SUPPOSITION 
W H A' T S O E V E R, is, a ftiU MORE 
PRECISE DECLARATION of the 

TIME, 'at which our Saviour 
SHOULD COME, and of courfe, if 
poffible, a ftill more forcible con- 

viftion 
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viQion to the Jews^ that he must 
BE COME, and to Infidels, of the 
cxaQ completion of a prophecy,— 
than even the famous one,— that 
the fceptre fhould not depart from 
Judah 'till Shiloh came,*— according 
even to the beft interpretations, which 
have been ever given of it. 

For, if the word sceptre, be 
confidercd as an enfign of fove- 
rcignty, then the prophecy only con- 
tains a prcdiftion, that the fceptrc 
fliall NOT depart from Judah, be- 
fore the BIRTH of Jesus. But, 
fo far from afcertaining the time 
at which it fhould depart after 

his 
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his birth^ that it does not indeed 

ABSOLUTELY DECLARE, that it fliall 
ZVEN THEN DEPART, at ANY time, 

koweyer indefinite. For, it cer- 
tainly might have been taken to im- 
ply, by thofe who lived before the 
time of thofe events occurring, which 
evinced it's departure, — that it never 

/hould DEPART. But, this PROPHECY 

of Isaiah, marks the time, 
with the minutest accuracy,; 
and history registers t h e 
completion, with- the great- 
est precision. For, let any the 

MOST prejudiced INFIDEL, CON- 
SIDER ATTENTIVELY, and MA- 
TURELY WEIGH THIS PROPHECY 

OF Is A I AH, according to my ex- 
M m planation. 
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planation, which, not only fork- 
tells, that, the kingdom Jhall ^oi 
have departed from Judah, 'till af- 
ter the BIRTH of Jesus, but^ that 

BETWEEN THE TIME OF HIS 
BIRTH, and HIS QUITTING A 

STATE OF INFANCY, the kifigion 
SHALL depart; — and if, upon this 

EVIDENCE, HE BEL1£.VES NOT IN 

^ £ s u s, neither, would he be perfuadciy 
though even he Jaw him rtjcn Jnn 
the dead. 

To conclude. 

If God in his gracious providence, 
has been pleafed to make me the 
humble inftrument in his hands, of 

explaining 
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explaining this moft important pro- 
phecy» (fo totally mifunderftood by 
all former commentators) and there- 
by^ of adding ftill further ftrength 
to the evidences of Chriftianity ; — 

fo HIM, FATHER, SON, and HOLY 

GHOST, be all the praise, and 
GLORY, and honour; to whom 
belong all might, m a j e s t y, 
and DOMINION, all goodness, 
wisdom, and power, both now, 
and for evermore. 



End of LeQure II. 
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HEN the whole of the 



foregoing work had been 
prepared for the prefs, and a con- 
fiderable part of it had been printed 
off, I received a letter from a much 
valued friend; (to whom I had 
given a flight flcetch of it's plan) 
whofe moral and intelleftual endow- 
ments, would have rendered him an 
ornament of a much higher ftation 
in the church, than it has been his 
lot through life to fill, defiring me 
to turn to the fourth volume of the 

Antient 
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Antient Univerfal Hijlory^ and there 
I (hould fee, that the aathors of 
that work, were of the fame opinion 
with me, as to the kings of Ifrael 
and Judah, being the kings, meant 
by the Prophet Ifaiah. I accord- 
ingly took it down immediately from 
the fhclf, but found, that it related 
to the hiftory of the Jews aJUr 
the Babylonifh captivity. Then re- 
ferring to the third volume, I only 
found, after the relation of the in- 
vafion of Judea, by the confederated 
kings of Syria and Ifrael, in the 
beginning of Ahaz's reign, and the 
account of Ifaiah the Prophet's going 
to the king, the following paffagc. 

'' ~ Ifaiah, 
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Ifaiah, the fon of Amos, 



** who had begun to prophecy from 
" the latter end of Uzziah's reign, 
** came to him from the Lord, to 
" affure him, that thefe two princes 
" would try their ftrength in vain 
*^ againft Jerufalem, which they were 
** about to befiege. At the fame 
** time he affured him, that the final 
** end of the Jewifti monarchs was 
** far enough off, bidding him afk 
•* a fign of God, and it fhould be 
** granted. The king, whether out 
" of refpeft, or defpondency and 
** unbelief, refufing to afk for the 
" promifed fign, the Prophet affured 
*' him from the Lor4* that before 

« that 
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'' that time came, a virgin (hould 
" conceive, and bear a fon, and 
" call his name Himmanuel, or^ 
'' God with us." 

This explanation being upon the 
whole, not only fo utterly unlilUt 
but fo totally oppofite to my expla- 
nation of the intention of the Pro- 
phet, that I was fare this could 
not poffibly be the paffage, to which 
my friend referred ; and as the 
number of the volume was not the 
fame, I concluded, that fomething 
muft have been inferted in the for- 
mer editions of the Univerfal Hif- 
tory, which was omitted in the laft. 
I therefore procured the fourth vo- 
lume 
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lume of the edition in 1747, and 
Found, in pages 154 and 155, the 
Following note, referring to the fore- 
going pafTage, not without great fur- 
prife, as the meaning of the prophecy 
had been fo often agitated fince 
that time, and not a fingle writer I 
had met 'with, had ever quoted it, 
either for the purpofe of adoption, 
or refutation. 

" This^ we take to be a much 
^^ more natural fenfe of that pro- 
** phecy, than to fuppofc, as fome 
" have done, that fuch a miracu- 
** lous child was really born in 
" Ahaz's time, to affure him of the 
** promifcd deliverance : for as there 
N n " is 
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•* is not the lead mention of fu< 
" an extraordinary birth, fo neith 
** do we fee there was any necefli 
" for it, in order to convince t 
" defponding king, who could r 
*' be ignorant of that prc^hccy 
" Jacob, — that the fceptrc Jhordd \ 
** depart from Judah, 'tiirShilohu 
" come: — much lefs that he was 
** fpring of the lineage of Davi 
" But, what ftaggered Ahaz's fail 
** and made him fear, that the ro) 
•* power was going to depart frc 
" his family, was, that his two er 
" mies had combined to fet zjlran^ 
" upon his throne. All therefoi 
*' that was wanting, to difpel 1 
" prcfcnt fears about it, M^as, f 

" tl 
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" the Prophet to affure him from 
** God, that this Shiloh, promifed 
'* to Judah and David, who was 
" to forerun the total excision 
** OF THE Jewish polity, was to 
" be born in a miraculous manner, 
*' and with a divine charafter,. and 
*^ other remarkable circumftances, 
" fuch as, he might eafily be fatis- 
" ficd, had not as yet happened in 
" his kingdom. As for the part of 
** the prophecy, which is commonly 
" argued on the other fide^ namely, 
** Before this wonderful child fliall 
" know good from evil, the land 
" which thou abhorreft, fhall be for- 
faken of both her kings ; we 
think, that if it be rightly under- 
N n 2 " ftood^ 



(C 



\ 
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** flood, ii will rather confirm ourj 
^ fenfe cf . tlie prcf^ iSm 

**. ifae wctfcU jQi^Jit to ; be .ibi^ ixn- 
^^diu^ixFm'r .{9^ j»di^ «! Ac 

'^ (ion vendorik^ii^^^^^ 

<• aA^ 0r^ gweji lip /inr hfty flail' 
" be bereaved of both her kings: 
** by which, we thin)c, ought to be 
" underftood, not the kings of Sy- 
" ria and Ifrael, for the former could 
" not be called her (Canaan's) king: 
" and the latter had but a ftiare 
** in it at beft, but the kings of 
** Judah and of ^tff/, as it really 



" was^ 
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" was, before the coming of the 
" Messiah." 



Such is the note. And w6nder- 
ful muft it appear to every one, 
that not a commentator has ever 
quoted it ; though it certainly is 
not more objeftionable than many 
interpretations, which have been 
adopted, and in the conclufion, cer- 
tainly approaches even much nearer 
to the truth, than any of them. 

The firft part of this interpreta- 
tion is indeed like thofc I have before 
examined, founded upon the fuppofi- 
tion, of the two different prophecies 
being delivered at the fame time, 

and 
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and having relation to the fame 
event. A fuppofition, which, I ap- 
prehend, I need not oppugn now, 
as I have, I truft, clearly and co- 
pioufly refuted it above. 

Secondly. It is liable, likcwife, 
to all the objections, to which, the 
other interpretations are obnoxious, 
which are founded upon the ima- 
gination, that the prcdifted birth of 
the Emmanuel, was to be a fign to 
Ahaz of his present deliver- 
ance; and is therefore already re- 
futed, by the arguments I have 
before advanced againfl that opi- 
nion. 

Thirdly. 
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Thirdly. This interpretation la- 
bours with other incongruities pecu- 
liar to itfelf. For if, as thefe authors 
fuppofe, Ahaz believed in Jacob's 
prophecy, — that the fceptrc should 
NOT depart from Judah 'till 
Shiloh came, and that he -was to 
SPRING of the LINEAGE of Ddvid, 
as Ahaz himfelf did, he could not 
furely want any prediflion from the 
Prophet, to convince him that Shi- 
loh was not yet come ; and he 
muft be himfelf assured, that Ta- 
BAEL a STRANGER, could nol be 
that Shiloh, in direct contra- 
diction to the VERY cause af- 
figned by thefe authors, as the 

REASON 
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REASON of Ahaz's doubt, and of 
the Prophets predi6lion. 

But even if he were not in his 
own mind affured, that Shiloh was 
NOT come, a declaration of this 
from the Prophet, if the intention 
of the prophecy was, as they fup- 
pofe, the affuranc^, that the confe- 
derated kings fhould not fuccecd in 
their attempt, was altogether fufficient 
for this purpofe ; and even more 
efl'eflual to that end, than the pre- 
didion of the miraculous concep- 
tion and birth of a child, who was 
to be called Emmanuel, and who 
was NOT declared to be the before 
promifed Shiloh. 

Nor 
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Nor indeed, as we have feen, was 

the departure of the sceptre or 

STAFF from Judah, which was, as 

thefe authors exprefs it, the total 

excijion of the JcwiJIi polity , one 

and the same event with the land's 

deprivation of both her kings ; — nor 

was the former the object of 

THIS prophecy, as is evident from 

the time being fo e^^aftly predifl:- 

ed, in which it was to come to 

pafs, — viz. — between the birth of 

the child, and his arriving at the 

ordinary age of knowing good and 

evil. 

Again, Ahaz was an idolater, and 

had loft all faith and truft in the 

O o true 



iig2 POSTSCRIPT. 

true God, and therefore, could not 
have any belief in Jacob's prophecy 
of the coming of Shiloh; — confe- 
quently, his fears of Tabael's taking ' 
pofTeifion of his throne, could not 
arife from his want of aiffurance, that 
Shiloh was not yet come ; nor could 
it be the Prophet's intention, to 
ASSURE him of the tiTfie^ and othr 
circumjiances, relative to an event 
before foretold, the prediction of 
which, Ahaz did not believe. 

In the latter part of the pro- 
phecy, the new tranflation, which 
thcfc learned authors have given of 
one word from the Hebrew, ferves, 
in fome meafure, to give additional 

confirmation 
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confirmation to my tranflation from 
the Septuagint ; though they affign 
no reafon for rejefting the old ver- 
fion, and which is certainly the 
proper one, if, as has been fuppofed, 
the land or kingdom of Ifr'ael could 
BE meant; — which fuppofition, 
they have not advanced a fingle 
argument to difprove. For, none 
of the commentators, as far as 1 
can recoUeQ:, were ever fo abfurd 
as to imagine, that the whole land 
of Canaan could be the land, which 
the houfe of David were faid, as 
they thought, to abhor ; and it is 
ojnly againft the maintainers of fuch 
a fuppofition, that the argument of 
the authors of the Univerfal Hiflory 
O o 2 ig 
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is levelled. But, if their tranfiation 
be once admitted, though without 
proof, then indeed it follows from 
THAT, though not fo forcibly as 
from mine, that the kings of Ifrael 
and Judah muft be the kings in- 
tended; notwithftanding their inter- 
pretation of the latter claufe of the 
prophecy, is altogether at variance 
with their explanation of the for- 
mer part. For, the total exdjicn cj 
the Jtivijlt polity did not ceaft \hl 
after the coming and crucifixion of 
the Meffiah. But, the extindion of 
both the kings, i. e. of Judah as 
well as of Ifrdcl, happened after the 
birth of the MeflTiah, and before his 
crucifixion. 

Much 
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Much pleafure does it give me, 
and many thanks do I owe my 
worthy and ingenious friend, that I 
was furnifhed with the opportunity 
of feeing this interpretation, before 
the foregoing work was publiflied. 
For, otherwife, the reader would 
perhaps have fuppofed, that I had 
taken the idea of the two kings of 
Judah and Ifrael, being the two 
kings meant in the prophecy, from 
the learned authors of the Univer- 
fal Hiftory ; and by with-holding 
all acknowledgement, had intended 
to conceal my obligation to the 
compilers of that very ufeful work. 
A fpecies of literary fraud, which, 
I hope I may fay, without fubjefting 

myfelf 
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myfelf to the imputation of vanity, 
I abhor; — but which, even' literal)- 
man muft have had too frequent 
occafions for bbferving and lament- 
ing, as the general pradice of thofe 
little minds, who prefer a reputation 
for knowledge, to it's real attain- 
ment ; — but which, therefore, pride 
(hould prevent vr iters from imitating, 
if candour do not. 



I N I S. 



The Readers of Dr. Cooper's " One Great 
** Argument, &c.'' are requefted to correS 
the lollowing Errata. 

IntroduBIon, p. xxii. for attachedf-^Ttz^, — attacked. 

LcOurcs, p. 15, in the note, for T/^TTfUffXTf,— — 
read,— X/CT^UCV^Tf, 

p. 62, lines 6 and 7, revcrfc the words, 
" latter" and " former.** 

^ p. 82, lines 3 and 4, inflead of '' to 
** which the words^ a VIRGIN 
"shall conceive, &c. 
" could be in any fenfi applied^^-^ 
read, — " /o which a child ccfuld 
** in any f*:rfc be applied as a 

" SIGN.** 

p. 88, in the note, for Rennicot, — 
read, — Ke n n 1 c o t. 

p. 121, I. 7, read with, — inflead of 

ziithcut, 

p. 22.3, for GENERAI. — read, — GS NERIC 
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